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' PREFACE

The purpose of this study is to briefly examine Communisié; Party
principles and practice with respect to national liberation and colonial iéndem
pendence movements, .with particular emphasis on those national and .ccilonial
problems affecting the United States. This paper is broken down into tvao main
parts:

1. Ba.sic Communist principles concerning liberation and

colonial movements;

2. Application of Communist theory to national and coloni%al

problems relating to the Univ;éd States. .

It is the intention of this study not merely to furnish a facﬁual
description of Communist doctrine and policy in this field, but also to felate
Communist theory to changing historical conditions, to trace the develmeent
of this theory, to point out its objectives, and to suggest its weaknesses.

In some respects this paper, particularlvy the first sectioxi, willl
represent more of a critique of Marxist theory on 'this subject than merely a
literal description of lsuch theory. It is hoped in this manner not only to .acquaint
investigative personnel with the major features of Communist doctrine :and
‘propaganda concerning the national and colonial questions, but also to c;anable
the reader to tie in séecific Communist Party policies with the over.-allé’Marxist

program as well as with historical conditions.

/

-1i-
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' No effort has been made to examine the extravagant Communist

claims relating to the "complete' and "brilliant" solution of the probiems of
national oppression in the Soviet Union, although the tireless Commuxglist
‘propaganda on this score has no doubt converted some . of the more guéllible
members of national minority groups to the Marxist cause. Further:?nore, it
has been the aim of this limited study to bypass the vast "dialectical" smoke -
screen with which the Communists have surrounded this issue and, inéstead,
to isolate the crucial statements in Marxist literature which offer clués to a
real understanding of the Communist position.

However, it will be noted that in every case the conclusijons
reached in this study are substantiated and documented from aﬁthorita?tive

Communist sources.

- ii -
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CONFIDENTIAL

INTRODUCTION

A study of Communist principles concerning the national liiberation
and colonial independence movements is especially appropriate at this gime in
view of the cﬁrrent state of world affairs. Both the Communist and the; non-

_ Communist will probably agree that the world today is divided into two ;powerful
and hostile camps: the camp of socialism headed by the Soviet Union and including
, the Soviet satellite countries of Eastern Europe and China; and the can{p of

_ capitalism led by the United States and including the democratic nationé of
_Weétern Europe and North America. According to authoritative sourc{as, the
"gocialist" camp today exerciSes direct control over approximately 85(i) million
people, whereas the so-called "capitalist” camp has clear-cut control of some
550 million peoplé. :

In between these two belligerent forces, however, there lies a
great body of temporarily "neutral" peoples who have not as yet deﬁnit%,ely
committed themselves to either socialism or capitalism, namely, the
approximate one billion peoples comprising the colonial, semicolonial;and
undeveloped areas of the world. Among this vast number of "neutrals!' are
- such key regions as India, the countries of the Near and Middle East, éouth
America, and virtually all of the nations of Africa and the Far East (other

than China).
' 25X1
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It is obvious that the final victory of either socialism or capitalism
will depend to a large degree on the ability of each system to enlist the active
support of these present "non-belligerents, "' not only because of theixi' tremendous
reserves of manpower, but also because control of these regions invc}lves a
cruéial share of vitally needed raw materials, foodstuffs, military b:;Sés, etc.

The fact that the Western democracies are keenly aware of the
decisive nature of this contest to win the support of the vast body of c;olonial
and dependent nations can be seen in a number of ways. The Internaéiona.l
Development Program ("Point Four") of the United States, the establéishment
of many foundations and agencies to extend scientific and material asisistance
to backward countries, the granting of independence to many former colonies
of the United States and Great Britain, all these are important steps in the
Western world's effort to strengthen its ranks among the "neutral" nations. |

The Communists, likewise, clearly recognize the cruciéal

importance of this issue. Although they have not been able to offer tixe colonial
| world the same economic and material aid as that furnished by the Western :
democracies, they have flooded the airwaves and printing presses of;the world
with a steady stream of propaganda which aims to convince the varioﬁs national
minority groups (e.g., the American Negro) and the colonial or semijcolonial
independence movements (e.g., Puerto Rican patriot) that the "natio%nal oppression”
they suffer is part and parcel of the capitalist system and that the oniy solutidn
for their problems lies in the overthrow of capitalism and an alliance with the
"dictatorship of the pi'oletariat" (i.e., Soviet Russia).

-2 -
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With these considerations in mind, the importance of understanding
Communist theory and practice with respect to the national liberation and colonial
movements becomes apparent. For only by recognizing the peculiar "logic" of
Marxist principles in this field can we effectively oppose Communist propaganda

and expose its fallacies.
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PART1

BASIC COMMUNIST PRINCIPLES CONCERNING

LIBERATION AND COLONIAL MOVEMENTS

NATIONAL OPPRESSION AND THE CLASS STRUGGLE

The crux of Communist doctrine is the idea that the class struggle
is the motive force in history, and that the character of nearly all human insti-
tutions as well as most social problems can therefore be seen as symptoms or
reflections of the conflict between classes, between the ruling class and the
subject class, the oppressing class and the oppressed class, the bourgeoisie
and the proletariat. According to the Communist creed, the only lasting
solution to all of mankind's problems, social and economic alike, lies in the
abolition of classes under a "dictatorship of the proleta.riat"‘ leading;to the
formation of a completely classless society.

The problem of national oppression, the persecution of national
minority groups and the enslavement of colonial peoples, is viewed by the
Communist as symptoms of the class struggle during a particular historical
period, the era of capitalism. National oppression, the Marxist beIieves, ;s
only a special form employed by the dominant class of the capitalist epoch

(the bourgedisie) to exploit its rival class (the proletariat) under the historical -

conditions of capitalism.

-4 -
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COMMUNIST DEFINITION OF NATION AND STATE

‘To avoid confusion, an approach to Communist theory iq this field
must begin with the Marxist definition of "nation." Joseph Stalin proxérided the
most widely accepted Communist definition of the nation in 1913 wheng he declared
that a nation was "a historically evolved, stable community of people" with four
necessary characteristics: |

1. a common language

2. a common territory

3. a common economic life or "economic cohesion"

4, a common psychological make-up or "national character"

manifested in a community of culture. 1

It can be seen that this definition is sufficiently broad to include not
only such clearly defined nations as Ireland and Finland, but also such hazy and
poorly defined "nations’ as the American Negro, at least in the so-called
"Black Belt" of the South where a "common territory" can be claimed.

It is important to distinguish here between the Communi?st concepts
of "state' and "nation." According to Marxist doctrine, the state (with the
exception of the dictatorship of the preletariat) is a political unit aﬁd?is
essentially an instrument used by the ruling class to oppress the subjéect class.

In the words of The Communist Manifesto, the state is the "executive

committee” 2 of the bourgeoisie. Consequently the state in Communist theory

is bitterly denounced as an enemy of the working class; and one findsén.o

8

- )
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discussion of the "rights of states" or the oppression of one state by another
state. |

On the other hand, the nation in Communist doctrine is:i a social,
territorial, and economic unit, which may or may not coincide with {%he geo-
graphical limits of the state in any given case. The nation is not see%n as an
instrument of ruling class oppression and, therefore, the Communisf; propa-
gandist can devote considerable attention to the '"'rights of nations" aqd to the

problem of national oppression.

ORIGIN OF THE NATION

Although Communists look upon the nation as a gradually developing
historical form with its origins in the dim past, they nevertheless aSégrt that
the establishment of full-fledged nations (i.e., meeting all the prerquisites in
Stalin's defiinition)\only took place with the advent of capitalism. Stalin:ll himself
declared: |

", ..there were no nations in the pre-capitalist period. " 3

It is argued that the formation of nations was promoted by the
bourgeoisie in the early stages of capitalism in order to facilitate the e%xpansion
of capitalist productive forces and to centralize bourgeois economic a.nd legal
power for the coming struggle between rival factions of the bourgeoisiei In
Marxist terms, the development of nations signalized a change in the pr"pductive.
relations of society (or "super-structure') which resulted from a changeli in the

mode of production (or "substructure").

-6 -
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Thus, the nation is regarded as being primarily a bourg eois
institution, T}his idea is expressed in the first public statement of Communist

principles, The Communist Manifesto:

"More and more the bourgeoisie keeps doing away with -
the scattered state of the population, of the means of
production, and of property. It has agglomerated
population, centralised means of production, and has
concentrated property in a few hands. The necessary
consequence of this was political centralisation.
Independent, or but loosely connected provinces, with
separate interests, laws, governments and systems

of taxation, became lumped together into one nation,
with one government, one code of laws, one national
class interest, one frontier and one customs tariff, "4

Stalin indicates his approval of this thesis in the followitélg passages:

"A nation is not merely a historical category but a
historical category belonging to a definite epoch, the
epoch of rising capitalism. The process of elimination
of feudalism and development of capitalism was at the
same time a process of amalgamation of people into
nations. Such, for instance, was the case in Western
Europe. The British, French, Germans, Italians and !
others formed themselves into nations at the time of the |
victorious advance of capitalism and its triumph over
feudal disunity, "5

"From what has been said it will be clear that the
national struggle under the conditions of rising
capitalism is a struggle of the bourgeois classes
among themselves. Sometimes the bourgeoisie
succeeds in drawing the proletariat into the

- national movement, and then the national struggle
externally assumes a ‘nation-wide’ character. But

is is so only externally. In its essence it is always

a bourgeois struggle, one that1s chiefly favourable to
and suitable for the bourgeoisie. "6 (Words under-
Scored are italicized in original text - ed.)

-7 .
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"The fate of the national movement, which is essentially
a bourgeois movement, is naturally connected with the
| ~ fate of the bourgeoisie, "7

NATIONAL OPPRESSION AS A PRODUCT OF CAPITALISM
| From the premise that hational mover-nents. and the estgblishment

of nations are sponsored by the bourgeoisie for economic reasons, QOmmunists
- conclude that national oppression results from the bitter rivalry between various
factions of the bourgeoisie. National oppression is seen as being caused by the
"irreconcilable" economic strife promoted by the capitalist system. Stalin
charac.terized national oppression as follows:

", ...that system of exploitation and Plunder of subject |

beoples, those measures of forcible restriction of the

political rights of subject peoples, which are resorted to

by imperialist (i.e., capitalist - ed.) circles. "8
Communists, therefore, fix the ultimate blame for national 6pp£ession on the
capitalist systein itself rather than 6n any geographical or historical circum-

stances, human nature, or other noncapitalist factors:

", ..private property and capital inevitably disunite peopie,
inflame national enmity and intensify national oppression. .9

"The existence of capitalism without national oppression is. .,
inconceivable, ' 10

Following this line of argument, Communists declare tha;t national
problems and national oppression are, in the last analysis, the produqft of
economic exploitation under the capitalist system and that they represént, in

fact, only one aspect of the class struggle in the capitalist era, It is &oncluded

- 8-
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that national oppression will vanish with the overthrow of capitalism a.nd the
creation of a classless (i.e., Communist) society. In the words of\_’{‘ﬁg

Cqmmunist Manifesto:

"In proportion as the exploitation of one individual by

another is put an end to, the exploitation of one nation

by another will also be put an end to. In proportion as -

the antagonism between classes within the nation vanishes,

the hostility of one nation to another will come to an end, " 11

With this brief background, it is now proper to examine ;in more
detail the Marxist attitude towards national liberation and colonial imiependence

movements - or, in Communist phraseology, towards the "national question. "

WORKING-CLASS SOLIDARITY VS, NATIONALISM

One of the most difficult problems facing the Marxist théorist in
dealing with the "natio.nal question" has been the effort to reconcile an apparent
" contradiction between Marx's view of nations as primarily a bourgeoiés institution
and the necessity of portraying Communism as the defender of downtxi'odden and
oppressed nations. In other words, if the Communist sees history aé a _q_l_;agg_
struggle and if he consistently urges that the worker's first loyalty sléould be to
his class as opposed to his nation, how can he profess to champion thie purely
national aspirations of liberation movements in the colonies and dependent
nations ?

The attempt to resolve this seeming paradox has, in fact, strained

the flexibility of Marxist dialectics nearly to the breaking point.

-9 -
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As we have seen, the Communists are plainly on recorﬁd as believing
. that nations originate and develop during the early stages of capitalism as a
result of the bourgeoisie s need for economic and political centrallzatlon that
national movements are, therefore, essentially bourgeois in character; and that
""the fate of the national movement, , .18 naturally connected with the fate of the
bourgeoisie. g 12

The Communist Manifesto bluntly declares that "workiﬁgmen have

ho country, " inferring that they, therefore, owe no loyalty to any nation. 13
In fact, the student of Marxist literature will not have to look far to @ind a
number of critical remarks concerning attachment to nation or patriotiSm; or
in Communist terminology, 'bourgeois nationalism, " "nationalistic chauvinism, "
"nationalist deviation, " and "nationalistic imperialism. "

The very word "nationalism" is frequently.placed in quotes by
Communist writers so that there may be no misunderstanding on the reader's
part, a device often employed to label an idea as dangerous or "'counter-
revolutionary. "

But despite the evidence that Communists care little for the
intrinsic rights of nations or for the success of any national independence
movement per se, they have still recognized the need to enlist the support of
various national and colonial movements in the struggle against capitalism,

For this reason, Communist writers have faithfully labored to construct a

~ 10 -
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theory which would prove that the interests of the world-wide proletarian
(class) struggle were dependent on and connected with every liberation :or
colonial (national) struggle and viée versa. It was inevitable, of coursg,
that along the way the Communists would have to make many concessio?xs to
the hated idea of "nationalism, ' at the expense of their concept of working-

class solidarity or "proletarian internationalism. "

THE CLASS STRUGGLE IS COMPROMISED

The Communist attempt to compromise the theory of the éclass
struggle, in order to allow leeway for the encouragement of purely nafional
movements whenever the practical need might arise, began with the recognifion
that nations are a historical fact, and that, therefore, the class struggle'would

often outwardly assume a national form. Even The Communist Manifésto,_

with all its stress on the class struggle as the primary force in histoniy, conceded
this fact although with an appropriate caution:
"Since the proletariat must first of all acquire political 5‘
supremacy, must rise to the leading class of the nation,
must constitute itself the nation, it is, so far, itself '
national, though not in the bourgeois sense of the word.™ 14
"Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggle of
the proletariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a national
struggle." 15 (Underscored word is italicized in original
text - ed.)
Lenin, who had a knack of adapting theory to the practical needs

of revolution, repeated this idea in slightly expanded form:
- 11 -

Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP&65-00756R000300040001-4



Approved For Release 2004/01/12 ; CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4

"Nations are an ineVitable product, an inevitable form in

the bourgeois epoch of social development. The working class
could not grow strong, could not become mature and formed
without '¢onstituting itself within the nation,' without being
'national' (though not in the bourgeois sense of the word) 116

Stalin, who is hailed by Communists as the final authorglty on the
‘national question, extended the concession to nationalism, even agre;eing that
the interests of the proletariat in the class struggle occasionally coiilcided with
the interests of the bourgeoisie in the national struggle:

"Sometimes the bourgeoisie succeeds in drawing the
proletariat into the national movement, and then the
national struggle externallz assumes a 'nation-wide'
character. But this is so only externally. In its
essence it is always a bourgeois struggle....

"But it does not follow from this that the proletariat
should not put up a fight against the policy of national
oppression" (i.e., should not cooperate with the
bourgeoisie of its own nation in the national movement
directed against the bourgeoisie of a rival nation - ed. ). 17

"The bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation. . .is naturally
stirred into movement. It appeals to its 'native folk' and
begins to cry out about the ‘fatherland, ' claiming that its
own cause is the cause of the nation as a whole....Nor do

* the *folk' (i.e., proletariat and peasantry - ed.) always
remain unresponsive to its appeals, they rally around its
banner: the repression from above affects them also and
provokes their discontent. 18

THE "NATIONAL QUESTION" IS EXPANDED

By such reasoning, Communist theorists laid the grourfdwork for

a compromise between nationalism and revolutionary internationalism. But

- 12 -
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these concessions td nationalism were minor and granted only begrudéingly;
It may be noted that the foregoing statements were made prior to the success
of the Russian Revolution in 1917 and the establishment of a definite bjase of
Communist operations (ize., Soviet Russia).

With the victory of Bolshevism in Russia and the ensuing all-out
struggle between world capitalism and Communism, Soviet leaders piromptly
~ appreciated the need to enlarge their theories concerning nationalism in order
to capitalize on the ever-increasing independence movements in the ciolonial
and semicolonial nations. It was important to expand the "national qtglestion"
from merely a theoretical discussion of the development and rights of nations
into a world-wide revolutionary slogan which would exploit the liberation
struggles of the "backward" or non capitalist peoples of China, Egyp;t,. India,
Latin America and elsewhere, |

As early as 1918 Stalin foresaw this need and tried to e.fstablish
a connection between the national liberation movements and the world-wide :
proletarian revolutions

"Having triumphed in the centre of Russia and spread tq> a

number of the border regions the October Revolution

could not stop short at the territorial frontiers of Russia...

Russia’s break with imperialism. ..and the militant battle-

cry for a determined struggle against imperialism issued

to the world by the Soviet government. . .could not but

greatly affect the enslaved East and the bleeding West. .

The important thing is not that the struggle in the East

and even in the West has not yet succeeded in shedding |
its bourgeois-nationalist superstrata; the important thipg

-18 -
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is that the struggle against imperialism (i.e., world
capitalism - ed.) has begun....In this way the October
Revolution is establighing a tie between the nations of

the backward East and of the advanced West and is

drawing them into a common struggle against imperialism. ™ 19

Based on these arguments, Stalin proclaimed that the sucfcessful
Bolshevik revolution had:

n .. widened the scope of the national question and conveﬁted

it from the particular question of combating national oppression

into the general question of emancipating the oppressed nations,

colonies and semi-colonies from imperialism...." and, '

", ..greatly helped the cause of emancipation of the oppressed

nations of the West and the East, having drawn them into the
common channel of the victorious struggle against imperialism. " 20

LIBERATION AND COLONIAL MOVEMENTS AS PART OF THE REVOLUTION

By 1923 Stalin had developed the "organic conne;ction" 21ébetwéen
the national and colonial independence movements and the world-wide ;proletarian
revolution to the point where he essayed to "prove" that colonial and niational
oppression was inevitable under capitalism and cduld only bé solved by the over-
throw of the capitalist system and the establishment of a dictatorship of the

proletariat. Stalin offered the following arguments to support this claim:

1. Capitalist D_evelopment Automatically Leads to National Oppression.

", .. The subsequent growth of capitalism in Europe, theineed
for new markets, the search for raw materials and fuel, and,
finally, the development of imperialism, the export of capital
and the necessity of protecting the great sea and rail routes,
have led ... to the seizure of new territories by the old |
national states. .. (and subjugation) of new (weak) nationalities
at the expense of neighboring states. " 22

- 14 -
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2. Capitalist Attempts to Solve Problem Cannot Succeed.

"The imperialist war (World War I)...led to an extreme
aggravation of national conflicts within the victorious
colonial states (Great Britain, France, Italy), to the
complete disintegration of the defeated former multi-
national states (Austria, Hungary, Russia in 1917) and,
finally - as the most *radical' solution of the national
problem of which the bourgeoisie is capable - to the
formation of new bourgeois national states (Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, etc.). But the formation
of new 1ndependent national states. . .did not eliminate,
and could not eliminate, either nat10na1 inequality or
national oppression,; for the new national states, based
as they are on private property and class inequality,
cannot exist without: oppressing their own national
minorities. . . without extending their territories at :
‘the expense of their neighbours, which leads to conflict!
and war. ., and without becoming subject financially,
economically and militarily to the 'Great' imperialist
powers, " 23

3. National Oppression Is Inherent in Capitalist System.

Thus, postwar capitalist society "presents a gloomy picture of
national enmity, oppression, conflict, war and imperialist brutality en the part
~of the nations of civilized countries both towards each other and towa;'ds the non-
sovereign peoples.” The irreconcilable contradictions inherent in the capitalist
system are seen as follows:

'...on the one hand we have a few 'Great’ Powers, which
oppress and exploit the mass of dependent. . nat1ona1 states
and the struggle of these powers among themselves for the
monopoly of exploiting the national states; and on the other
hand we have the struggle of the dependent national states
against the intolerable oppression of the 'Great’ Powers;
the struggle of the national states among themselves for
the extension of their national territory; the struggle of .
the national states, each in particular, against its own
oppressed nat1ona1 minorities; and, finally, the growth
of the movement for emanmpatlon on the part of the
colonies against the ‘Great' Powers, " 24

Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP&65-00756R000300040001-4



Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4
1t is concluded that "bourgeois society has proved to be utterly
bankrupt in the matter of solving the national problem. " 25

4. Soéialism, by Contrast, Does Away With National Oppression.

"Whereas private property and capital inevitably disunite
people, inflame national enmity and intensify nat.ional
oppression, collective property and labour just as
inevitably bring people closer and undermine national
oppression. The existence of capitalism without national
oppression is just as inconceivable as the existence of -
socialism without the emancipation of oppressed nations,
without national freedom. . . national peace and national
freedom may be regarded as assured when the peasantry
follows the proletariat, that is to say, when the dictator-
ship of the proletariat has been secured. " 26

In summary, Communists have appealed to the national liberation
and colonial movements throughout the world to join the revolutionar;ﬁr forces
of Marxism on the basis of creating a united front against a common enemy, i.e.,
the capitalist, imperialist system which fosters national oppression é.nd colonial
bondage. E

NATIONAL LIBERATION THE "FIRST PHASE" OF SOCIALIST REVéLUTION

Having established a connection between the national 1iberazttion and
colonial movements and the proletarian revolution, some of the mort; adept
Marxist dialecticians have tried to carry the argument one step further, i.e.,
to show that the various independence movementg actually constitute a pre-

liminary phase of the proletarian revolution, that they represent a necessary

step in the socialist program to overthrow capitalism.
-16 -
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The strategy of the Communist Party consists of supporting this
"preliminary" stage of the full-fledged socialist revolution, while at the same
time attempting to mahage the liberation movement in such a way as to pave
the way for an immediate transition to the "second phase''--the "full}7 developed"
proletarian revolution. In Marxist terms, this might be described a;,s capitalizing
on the "anti-imperialist factors" inherént in the independence moverhents, while
emphasizing theii' "revolutionary aspects. "

In actual practice Commﬁnists employ an ever-shif’cing5 poliéy in
stressing the dual objective of the independence struggle: at one morﬁent
picturing the final goal of such mévements as national independence i‘or its own
sake; and at the next }noment emphasizing the need to "convert" thes?e movements
into an all-out attack on the entire capitalist-feudalist system and viéwing national
independence as merely a means to this end. |

The extent to which Communists focus attention on the '?revolutionary
aspects' of any particular liberation movement depends chiefly on tvéo factors:

1. theover-al strategy of World Communism (or Sovie;t Russia).

at that time; | .

2. the practical chances for succeeding in an all-out aﬁtack bn

the capitalist or feudalist regime in the particular céolony or
dependent nation involved, .

Translated into formal Marxist language, the two factoffs to be

considered are:

- 17 -
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1 ""the concrete historical conditions™ present at the tgime;
2 "the degree of development of class contradictions,é the
class-consciousness and degree of organisation of t%he
proletariat" in the colony or dependent nation invol{red. 27
This "dual character" of independence movements (i.e.i , their double
objective of gaining national freedom and overthrowing capitalisxﬁ) ehables the
Communist theorist to neatly second-guess the outcome of any spgcifiic liberation
movement, no matter what results the movement may have had in te%cms of
actual freedom. Thus, if the newly gained independence should happén to conflict
in some way with the practical aims of the Soviet Union or the Comn'%unist Inter-
national, the independence movement can be immediately condemned? for having
"stopped short" of its "real" goal - the overthrow of capitalism and feudalism -
“and for having fallen a victim to "bourgeois nationalism. "
| The following statement from William Z. Fdster's book?, Outline

Political History of the Americas, provides a good example of the Communist

position in this respect:

"The Mexican Revolution (1910 - ed.)...was not a
socialist revolution. It was directed against feudalism

and imperialism, not against the capitalist system as |

a whole. . ..The revolution did not solve the basic problems
of the Mexican people. .

"The greatest weakness of the Mexican Revolution, from
the very start, was the fact that the working class did not
assume the leadmg role....The non-working class leader-
ship slowed the revolutlon on all fronts, prevented it from
realizing its limited program, and also diverted the
revolution from its potentially anticapitalist trends. .. .

- 18 -
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'...One of the very greatest lessons taught by the historic

Mex1can struggle was the fundamental necessity for a strong

Communist Party, one that would have enabled the Mexican

people to realize the full revolutionary potentialities of |

their struggle....

. the Mexican Revolution was a dress rehearsal of a still
greater revolution in the future. This eventual revolution

will not have petty bourgeois leaders at its head; it will be

led by the working class and the Communist Party, and

instead of stopping short while still in the capitalist jungle,

it will lay the basis for resolutely pressing along the road

to socialism, "' 28

This conception of the liberation movement as only a "phase" of
the somahst revolution allows the Communist room to maneuver in alternately
supporting or denouncing specific groups or policies relating to the independence
struggle. He may, for instance, during a "united front" period of World
Communism, vigorously encourage a coalition between the working class and
the bourgeoisie and even carefully praise such avowed anti-Communist leaders
as Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek of China or former President Cardenas of
Mexico. Such policies are easily justified by playing up the theme of national
independence and national unity against imperialist oppressor nations.

On the other hand, when it suits his purpose, the Communist may
bitterly attack any suggestions of an alliance between the working claiss and the
bourgeoisie and violently condemn all national leaders who are not in complete
sympathy with Communism, This abrupt shift is achieved by simply stressing
the all-important ""second phase™ of the liberation movement (i.e., sjocialist
revolution) and by labeling all persons or programs that aim only at national

independence as '"nationalist deviators, " "'petty bourgeois-chauvinists, " etc.

- -19 -
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But, while affording the Communists definite advantages in quickly
adapting their propaganda line to changes in Soviet tactics, the "dual objective'
theory of liberation movements has caused Communist leaders some of their

most anxious moments. The Party organizer or Daily Worker editoxé'ial writer

is constantly in danger of failing to correctly interpret the rapidly changing
Moscow line and, therefore, either overstressing the "independence" factor or
the "socialist revolution" elenlent of the liberation struggle. |

Above all, the Communist spokesman must be careful not to commit
‘himself so strongly to either "phase" that a complete reversal in policy with
little or no forewarning might prove embarrass';ingv, He must, in sum}nary, tread
a narrow path between overemphasis on the purely national factors 1151 the

liberation movement and the purely revolutionary aspects. In the carefully

chosen words of Georgi Dimitroff, former General Secretary of the Communist
International, the "correct" Marxist position is to avoid both *quurgeois

nationalism" and "national nihilism. "'29

"RE VOLUTIONIZING THE COLONIAL RESERVES-"

The plain fact that Communists have no sympathy towards the
motives of national liberation movements or towards national independence as
such, but are only allymg themselves with such movements as a temporary
expedient, can be realized from such frank statements as the following made by

Stalin to the Soviet people:

- 920 -
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"You know, comrades, that we....represent the vanguard

of the world revolution. You know that we were the first .

to break through the general capitalist front....You know

that we went as far as Warsaw (in 1919 - ed.), that we

then retreated, entrenching ourselves in the positions we
considered strongest .from that moment we realised that

the international revolutionary movement was slowing down,

and from that moment our policy changed from a policy of:
offensive to a policy of defensive...we decided that we neéded
a respite, that we must heal our Wounds, the wounds received
by the vanguard, the proletariat, that we must establish cbntact
with the peasant rear...the reserves of the West and the reserves
of the East, the heavy reserves which form the main rear-line
reserves 0>f world capitalism. It is of these reserves.. . which
constitute the rear-line of world imperialism. . .that we must
speak when discussing the national question." :

"Two things are poss1b1e either we succeed in stirring up

and revolutionising the far imperialist rear - the colonial’

and semi-colonial countries of the East - and thereby

hasten the fall of capitalism, or we muff it, and thereby

strengthen imgerialism and weaken the force of our

movement. "'

"Lenin was right in saying that the national movement of

the oppressed countries should be judged not from the

point of view of formal democracy (i.e., socialist ideals - ed.),

but from the point of view of the actual results in the sum

total of the struggle against imperialism, that ig to say, -

'not in an isolated way, but on a world scale. '"

From such statements as the foregoing, it is ebvious that; the
informed Communist, whatever passionate appeals he might make to excite
| the patriotism of colonial and minority groups, looks upon the national liberation
struggle as merely an unexpected windfall to be used to weaken and disorganize
capitalist society. Marxist theorists have even coined é phrase to c?l‘escribe this

tactic. It is called "revolutionizing the colonial reserves."

-9 -
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This stratagem is expressed in the following manner:

‘" Europe and America may be called the front, the scene
of the main engagements between socialism and imperialism,
the non - sovereign nations and the colonies, with their raw
materials, fuel, food and vast store of human material, f
should be regarded as the rear, the reserve of imperialism.
In order to win a war one must not only triumph at the front
but also revolutionise the enemy's rear, his reserves."

"Leninism. . .recognizes that there are revolutionary
capabilities inherent in the national liberation movement |
of the oppressed countries, and that they can be utilised
for the purpose of overthrowing the common enemy, for :
the purpose of overthrowing imperialism. . ..Hence the
necessity for the proletariat supporting, vigorously and

. actively supporting, the national liberation movement of

. the oppressed and dependent peoples. " '

"Having sown the seeds of revolution both in the centres
of imperialism as well as in its rear, having weakened
the might of imperialism in the 'mother countries' and
having shaken its domination in the colonies, the October:
Revolution (Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 - ed.) has ’
thereby jeopardized the very existence of world capitalism
as a whole." 34 (Underscored words are italicized in
original text - ed.)

"The October Revolution has shaken imperialism not only
in the centres of its domination, not only in the *mother
countries.' It has also struck blows at the rear of
imperialism, its periphery, having underminéd: the rule !
of imperialism in the colonial and dependent countries." 89

FLEXIBILITY OF COMMUNIST THEORY

With such a convenient yardstick to measure the merit o:f any
particular liberation movement, namely, whether it is anti-,imperiaf,list or anti-

capitalist in its effects, irrespective ofl-'it_s purpose, the Communisfts are able to

- 29 -
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picture any national independence cause as either "revolutionary" or

"reactionary, "' "anti-fascist" or "imperialist, " "progressive' or "cj:ounter-
revolutionary, ' all according to the changing mood and practical neiedé of the
world revolutionary movement or the Soviet Union,

The flexibility of Communist theory with respect to the "xgxatioﬁal
question" was clearly brought out by Stalin during the course of a lécture
delivered in 1924: .

"The unquestionable revolutionary character of the overwhelming
majority of national movements is as relative and specific as

the possible reactionary character of certain national movements.
The revolutionary character of a national movement in the
conditions of imperialist oppression does not necessarily
presuppose the existence of proletarian elements in the
movement, the existence of a revolutionary or a republican
programme of the movement, (or) the existence of a democratic
basis for the movement. The struggle which the Emir of
Afghanistan is waging for the independence of his country is
objectively a revolutionary struggle, despite the monarchist
views of the Emir and his entourage, for it weakens, dis-
integrates and undermines imperialism....For the same

reason, the struggle which the Egyptian merchants and .
bourgeois intellectuals are waging for the independence of

their country is objectively revolutionary despite the bourgeois
origin and bourgeois calling of the leaders of the Egyptian national
movement and despite the fact that they are opposed to socialism;
whereas the fight the British Labour Government is waging to per-
petuate Egypt's state of subjection is for the same reason a
reactionary struggle, despite the proletarian origin and the
proletarian calling of the members of that government and despite
the fact that they are 'for' socialism." 36 (Underscored words are
italicized in original text - ed.) :

Moreover, by simply applying a touch of "dialectical reésoning, "
the Communist political analyst can easily reverse his field a half-dozen times

when discussing the same liberation movement. Thﬁs, the struggie of the

- 923 -
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Chinese people to gain national independence has been branded during one period
as "chauvinistic" and "ant_i—revolutionary, " and several months latérfa;pplauded
as "patrmtic" and "progressive. " |

For the non-Communist reader, the key to an understandmg of the
many sudden shifts in Communist Party policy concerning any given independence
movement lies in examining the objectives and strategy of internatioﬁal
 Communism (i.e., Soviet Union) at that particular time.

During the last twenty-five years, for example, Soviet policy has
passed through five distinct phases, alternating between a militant, feVolutiona.ry,
or offensive attitude and a passive, evolutionary, defensive pose.. The "people‘s
front" era (1935-1939) and the "unity-for-victory" period (1941-1945) are
examples of the defensive, cooperative strategy adopted by Wprld C{)mmunism
during periods of danger for the Soviet Union when the support, or ajt least the
tolerance, of the Western democracies was needed.

On the other hand, during the period 1945-1952 (so—called;"cold
war' stage), from 1939 to 1941 (when Hitler-Stalin Non-Aggression Pact was
in effect), and during the late 1920's and early 1930's, the Soviet dictatorsmp
felt comparatively secure, and therefore Communist propaganda wa,:s- aggressive
and openly hostile to the Western democracies.

Communist doctrine dealing with thé national and colonial questions
has undergone a corresponding evolution. During the offensive pha:fses of World

Communism, national liberation and colonial movements have genei'ally been

- 924 -
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encouraged to become as radical as possible and cautioned not to enter into any
alliances with the bourgeoisie of their own nation. By contrast, during the
defensive stages of International Communi'sm,' independence movem{ents have
usually been urged to modify their demands and even to join forces With the
native bourgeoisie in a "united front" against rival bourgeoisie. |

Several examples of the vacillating course of Communist Party
propaganda on the national question will be offered later in this stud%y._

In summary, it may be said that Communists have no fixc—,?d
principles concerning national or colonial problems; that Marxist "t:éheory;' may
. be applied to the most diverse sets of facts and still manage to find ?some
justification in the ambiguous "teachings" of Stalin or Lenin relatiné to the
nai:ional question; and that the real motive for any specific Communéist policy
ih this field is to be found in the overal aims of International Comnéaunism at
that particular time. |

An excellent example of the flexibility of Communist theer
concerning the national question is afforded by a study of the strangée career of
a principle, "Sélf—Determination of Nations, ' in Communist literat%ure.

SELF-DETERMINATION OF NATIONS

One of the _cornérstones of early Marxist doctrine with réspect to
the national question was the principle that all nations have the righ;t of self-
determination, i.e., the right to manage their own affairs and devélop their
own institutions and policies entirely free from outside interferencéa.‘ The first
- 25 - |
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Communist statements dealing with the national question are especiélly insistent
on the principle of self -determination and support this principle in almost
unequivocal terms. For example, in a thesis written in 1913, Stalinj declared:

"Social Democratic parties (i.e., Communist Parties - Iéd.,)
in all countries. ..proclaim the right of nations to self-
determination. The right of self -determination means that
only the nation itself has the right to determine its destiny,
that no one has the right forcibly to interfere in the life of
the nation, to destroy its schools and other institutions, to
violate its habits and customs, to repress its language, or
curtail its rights."
"A nation has the right freely to determine its own destiny.
It has the right to arrange its life as it sees fit, without,
of course, stamping on the rights of other nations. That
is beyond dispute. " 38 :

"The right of self-determination is an essential element in
the solution of the national problem. " 39 :

"The right of self-determination means that a nation can

arrange its life according to its own will. It has the

right to arrange its life on the basis of autonomy. It

has the right to enter into federal relations with other

nations. It has the right to complete secession. Nations

are sovereign and all nations are equal. " 40

It may be noted that the above-quoted statements, boldly championing
the principle of self-determination, were made prior to the Russiaﬁ Revolution of
1917 and at a time when the Communists had nothing to lose and everything to
gain by espousing such an ideal. As long as the czarist regime was still in
control and the Communists did not exercise political power or control any

territory of their own, the concept of self -determination could not émbarrass

them in actual practice and, at the same time, was calculated to attract to the

- 26 -
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revolutionary banner the oppressed national minorities of both ':-czarijst Russia

and Europe.

SELF-DETERMINATION BECOMES "REACTIONARYn

 With the success of the Bolshevik Revolution,_ however, tﬁe
Communists were sﬁddenly faced with the task of organizing and co'pfsolidating
into the new Soviet state the great complex of racial, ethnic and reliﬁgious
minorities that had formerly comprised the czarist empire. The "'n:at_ional
question" was abruptly catapulted from the realm of theory and absti'action
into explosive reality.

Communist theorists wasted little time in revising the priinciple of

- self -determination of nations to fit this new environment and by 1921§they were
contemptuously referring to self -determination as a "bourgeois" and "imperialist"
_slogan. '

In an article written in 1918, shortly after the Bolsheviké?é seizure
of power, Stalin indicated the compromising position that Communiéts should
take in the future when dealing with the principle of seH-determinatﬂon and with
the national question:

"The national question is not something self -contained and

fixed for all time. Being only part of the general question

of the transformation of the existing order, the national

question is wholly determined by the conditions of the

social environment, the character of the power in the country

and by the whole course of social development generally. . This

is being strikingly borne out during the period of revolution in

Russia, when the national question and the national movement

in the border regions of Russia are rapidly changing their@ character in
accordance with the course and issue of the revolution." ' 41

- 27 -
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The reasons for this abrupt shift in theory were evident. Fc;)»llowing
the overthrow of the czarist regime, a number of independent nationa.lz movements
had sprung up in the border and non-Russian regions (e.g., the Baltic area,
Armenia, Georgia, White Russia and the Ukraine) which showed littleginclination
to merge with the new Bolshevik state in Great Russia and, in fact, demanded
national independence under the principle of self -determination. Stalin was well
aware of the "weaknesses' of self -determination in these new circumfstances:

"The right of nations to self -determination was interpreted

to mean the right of the national bourgeoisie in the border

regions to take power into its own hands and to take

advantage of the February Revolution in order to form its .

‘own' national state. A further development of the revolution

did not and could not come into the calculations of the above-

mentioned bourgeois institutions. And the fact was over-'

looked that tsarism was being replaced by a naked and bare-

faced imperialism, that this imperialism was a stronger and

more dangerous foe of t&e nationalities, and the basis of new

national oppression. ™ 4

"Thus the old bourgeois-democratic interpretation of the

principle of self -determination became a fiction and lost

its revolutionary significance. It was clear that under

such circumstances there could be no question of the

abolition of national oppression or of the independence

of the small, national states." 43

Stalin argued, in effect, that the principle of self—détermipation
was valid only in conjunction with the prdearian revolution; that it did not apply
to the establishment of independent "hourgeois" states but only to the formation
of workers' republics (which, of course, would speedily join forces iwith the new
Soviet government in Greater Russia). This revision of the concepté of self?

determination was explained by Stalin as follows:

- 28 -
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"Now at last it has become obvious that the emancipation
of the oppressed nationalities is inconceivable without a
rupture with imperialism, without the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie of the oppressed nationalities and without
the transfer of power to the toiling masses of these
nationalities. Thus the old bourgeois conception of the
principle of self-determination, with its slogan 'All
power to the national bourgeoisie, ' was exposed and
cast aside by the very course of the revolution. The
socialist conception of self-determination, with its
s1logan "All power to the toiling masses of the oppressed
nationalities, ' entered into its own and obtained the
opportunity of being applied in practice. "

Having oriented the principle of self —determinationv to the nfeeds of
the revolution, Stalin was later able to denounce both the theory of seélf-
determination and its proponents whenever it suited the CommunistS'? practical
interests. The following examples demonstratetthe scorn and suspicion with
which Marxists came to regard this once "inalienable' right of natioi}s:

"The mortal sin of the Second International and its leader,
Kautsky, consists incidentally in the fact that they have
always wandered into the bourgeois conception of national

- gelf -determination, that they have never understood the
revolutionary meaning of the latter, that they were unable"
or unwilling to put the national question on the revolutionary
footing of an open fight against imperialism." '

nComrade Chicherin's third mistake is that he speaks too: '
much of national self-determination, which has in effect
become an empty slogan easily adaptable to the use of the.
imperialists. Comrade Chicherin has strangely forgotten that
we discarded this slogan two years ago (1919 - ed.}. Our |
programme no longer contains this slogan...neither in my
theses nor in the programme of the Party is there a single
word about 'self-determination. '

- 29 -
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"We have long ago abandoned the nebulous slogans of self-
determination--there is no need to revive them, ' 47

"It is not surprising that the imperialists, realising how
convenient for them-this peculiarity of the slogan of self-
determination is, proclaimed this slogan as their own.

As we know, the imperialist war, the aim of which was

to enslave peoples, was fought under the flag of self- :
determination. Thus the vague slogan of self-determinaion
was transformed from an instrument of emancipation

of nations and equality of nations into an instrument for
taming nations, an instrument for keeping nations in
subjection to imperialism.' 48

- SELF-DETERMINATION IS ABANDONED

This astonishing reversal on the question of self -determination
was justified by the Communists chiefly by two lines of argument. First,
they rationalized, the question of self-determination was a meaninngess one in
view of the all-out conflict between world capitalism and world socialism,; i.e.,
unless a newly established independent nation joined forces with the socialist
camp (Soviet Union), it was bound to become economically and polibically
enslaved to the Old World imperialist states. Weighing the dema.nd% of various
Russian border nations for complete independence, Stalin wrote in 1920:

"Apart from the fact that the separation of the border

regions would undermine the revolutionary might of

Central Russia, which is stimulating the movement

for the emancipation of the West and the East, the

seceded border regions themselves would inevitably

fall into bandage to international imperialism. One

has only to glance at Georgia, Armenia, Poland,

Finland, etc., which have seceded from Russia but

which have retained only the semblance of independence, .

while in reality they have been converted into un-
conditional vassals of the Entente; one has only,
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finally, to recall the recent case of the Ukraine and
Azerbaidjan, the former of which was plundered by
German capital and the latter by the Entente, in order

to realise the counter-revolutionary nature of the demand
for the secession of the border regions under present
international conditions. When a life-and-death struggle
is being waged, and is spreading, between proletarian
Russia and the imperialist Entente, only two alternatives
confront the border regions: either they join forces with
Russia, and then the toiling masses of the border regions
will be emancipated from imperialist oppression; or they
join forces with the Entente, and then the yoke of
imperialism is inevitable. "

""So-called independence of a so-called independent Georgla

Armenia, Poland, Finland, etc., is only an illusion, and

conceals the utter dependence of ‘these apologies for states

on one group of imperialists or another. " 50

Secondly, the Communists, as though suddenly realizing;that the
""inalienable" right of nations to self -determination was somehow incongruous

with the fundamental Marxian view of history as first and foremostéa class

struggle, began to stress the fact that the principle of se]f—determihation was
in every case subordinate to the needs of the proletarian revolution%; that the
""national question, ' after all, could only be considered as part of tixe greater
problem of the "labour question.' At first, this idea was broached in very
tentative fashion. Writing in 1917, when the success of the Bolshev;ik Revolution

was still in doubt, Stalin declared:

-31-
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"The question of the right of nations freely to secede must

not be confused with the question that a nation must neces-
sarily secede at any given moment. This latter question

must be settled by the party of the proletariat in each
particular case independently, according to circumstances. ...
Thus we are at liberty to agitate for or against secession,
according to the interests of the proletariat, of the proletarlan
revolution." 51 (Underscored words are italicized in original
text - ed.)

Later, when the revolution was an accomplished fact and when the
need to appease nationalistic-minded minority groups in the border f‘egions had
lessened, Stalin pointed out the secondary position of the national question (or
self -determination) in more forceful language:

"It should be borne in mind that besides the right of nationfs

to self-determination there is also the right of the working

class to consolidate its power, and to the latter right the

right of self-determination is subordinate. There are

occasions when the right of self-determination conflicts

with the other, the higher right - the right of a working

class that has assumed power to consolidate its power.

In such cases - this must be said bluntly - the right to

self -determination cannot and must not serve as an

obstacle to the exercise by the working class of its

right to dictatorship. The former must give way to the

. latter. ' 92

With this frank admission, Stalin let the cat out of the bagi, in
effect, conceding that the Communist movement, although supporting self -
determination in principle, would not be so foolish as to subscribe tb this
ideal whenever— it conflicted with the realistic aims of the Bolshevik idictatorshipl
The following passage from Stalin's writings on the national questioﬁ is also

illuminating in this connection.

- 32 -

Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4 .



Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4

"It must therefore not be forgotten when handing out all
sorts of promises to the nationals, when bowing and
scraping before the representatives of the nationalities. ..
that the sphere of action of the national question, its
competence, so to speak, are, in view of our external
and internal situation, confined within the sphere of
action and competence of the 'labour question' as the
fundamental question. " 53

"RIGHT OF SECESSION" REPLACES SELF-DETERMINATION

Although, as the foregoing quotations plainly show, Communist
theorists had virtually discarded the principle of self-determination in order
to justify Bolshevik suppression of independence movements in the border
regions of Russia, they were nonetheless careful to retain enough of the
principle of autonomy for nations so as not to alienate a great potential revo-
lutionary ally, namely, the ever-incre_asing national movements throughout
the cbloni_al and semicolonial world.

Having discovered that "self-determination' was an excellent
servant but a very poor master, the Communists tried to salvage th§e propaganda
value of this principle, while at the same time freeing themselves from its
Ycounter-revolutionary" logic. This attempt took the form of substituting for
"self-determination' another attractive slogan: "the right of political secession, "
that is, the right of any nation to freely secede from any federation, state or

empire to which it belonged.
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A study of Marxist literature on the national question dlélring the
period 1919 - 1923 reveals a gradual, almost imperceptible, substitution of
the phrase "right of political secession" for the term ngelf-determination. "
By 1923, although no Marxist writer had troubled to distinguish between
"gecession' and "self-determination' and although the two principles appeared
to be similar if not identical, Stalin was able to announce;

" .. our national programme is based on the right of

nations to independent political existence, formerlgr :

called the right of nations to self-determination. " 4 ;

It is plain from the following statements that the Communists were
convinced that by proclaiming the principle of secession as opposed to self-
determination, they had somehow solved their dilemma and discovered a
"revolutionary" concept which would apply to the capitalist world wﬂthout
embarrassing the Soviet dictatorship:

"...Our programme speaks not of national self-determination. . .

put of a better-minted and more clearly defined slogan - the

right of nations to political secession. These are two different
things. . . neither in my theses nor in the programme of the

Party is there a single word about 'self-determination. '

What they speak of is the right of peoples to political secession.

But for us at the present moment, when the movement for

emancipation has flared qu in the colonies, this slogan is

a revolutionary slogan, ' 99 |

"The course of events in recent years all over the woxf'ld.. e

the growth of the movement in the colonies... demanded

that this slogan (self-determination - ed.) be cast aside
and replaced by another slogan, a revolutionary slogan,
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which would serve to dissipate the atmosphere of mistrust -
entertained by the toiling masses of the non-sovereign nations
towards the proletarians of the dominant nations and to clear
the way for the equality of nations and for the unity of the
toilers of all nations. Such a slogan is the slogan issued

by the Communists demanding the right of non-sovereign
nations and colonies to political secession. " 56 (Under-
scored word is italicized in original text - ed.)

"RIGHT OF _SECES_SIONfr' IN SOVIET UNION

| Alﬁost invarigably Communist propagandists have applied the
"right of political secessiorf’ to the colonies and semicolonial nations ;of the
capitalist world. Whenever this principle is appealed to in connection with the

national minority groups of Russia itself, the question is brushed asicie as

’

academic:

""Some people ask a purely scholastic question--whether
after amalgamation the republics (border republics of
Russia - ed.) remain independent. This is a scholastic
question. Their independence is restricted, for every
amalgamation involves a certain restriction of the rights
of the amalgamating parties. But the elements of inde-
pendence of each of these republics undoubtedly remain,
for each republic retains the right to leave the Union at
its own discretion. There you have the elements of
independence, the maximum of independence, which is
potentially retained by each of these republics. "
(Underscoring added - ed.)

"Of course, none of our republics would aé;tually raise
the question of seceding from the USSR." 8

Moreover, it is pointed out that the continued federation of Soviet
nationalities under the proletarian dictatorship is guaranteed by comnjon economic,

military and diplomatic needs:
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"Hence, in isolation, the existence of the various Soviet
republics is uncertain and unstable, because of the
menace to their existence offered by the capitalist states.
The joint interests of the Soviet republics. .. imperatively
dictate the political union of the various Soviet republics
as the only means of escaping imperialist bondage and
national oppression. " 99 |

", .under the conditions of capitalist encirclement, not
a single Soviet republic taken alone can regard itself as
secure against economic exhaustion and military de-
struction on the part of world imperialism. " 60

"The border regions of Russia. . .are inevitably doomed
to imperialist bondage without the political, military '
and organizational support of more developed Central
Russia. " 61 |

As in the case of self-determination, Communists have been
careful to caution that the "right to secession" is only applicable within the
greater interests of the world-wide proletarian revolution: '

"The demand for the secession of the border regions
from Russia. .. must be rejected. . . primarily because
it is fundamentally opposed to the interests of the mass
of the peoples both of the center (Russia proper - ed.)
and of the border regions. ' 62 '

", ..the question of secession must be determined in

each particular case independently, in accordance with
existing circumstances, and for this reason the question

of the recognition must not be confused with the expediency
of secession in any 'given circumstance " 63 (Underscored
word italicized in original text - ed.) :
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CONCLUSIONS

It can be seen that, with all of the foregoing qualifica_.tifons and
evasions, very little remains of the principles of self-determinatioﬁ or
political secession. A few Marxist writers have, in fact, even adméitted that
when Communists raise the cry of national independence and the "riights of
nations/; " they are merely employing good "tactics' to promote the érevolution.
One Communist propagandist, in a moment of candor, stated the caése quite
clearly: |

"It is for the purpose of instilling a brotherly confidence
in the various sections of the proletariat that the programme
of the Communist proclaims the right of the labouring class
of every nation to complete independence....It is self-
evident that only by such tactics can the confldence of the
proletariat as a whole be won. .. .Let us bear this in mind.
The question is not of the right of the nation to independence,
but of the right of the labouring classes. That means that
the so-called 'will of the nation' is not in the least sacred
to us, We consider sacred only the will of the proletariat
and the semi-proletariat masses. " 64 (Underscoring added - ed.)

Contemporary Communist spokesmen, apparently progiting from the
experiences of Bolshevik leaders during the period 1913-1923 with éhe boomerang
effect of "self-determination, " have generally steered clear of any ‘fcommitments
to definite principles in the discussion of the national and colonial qé1estions.
Present-day Communist propaganda in this field endeavors to gain the sympathy
of liberation movements by appealing to the "anti-imperialist" senti?ments of
the colonies and semicolonies, without recourse to any specific idea%,ls, such as

self-determination, which could later prove embarrassing.

- 37 -
Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4



Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP&65-00756R000300040001-4

However, in a few cases the propaganda value of the self-
det:ermination slogan has been so tempting that the Communists have'found
it advantageous to revive this motto and treat it as though it were sti}l a
cardinal principle of Marxism. The most striking example of this rrianeuver
can be seen in the record of Communist Party "theory' dealing with éthe
‘American Negro problem.

Periodically, American Communist leaders have resurreé:ted the
concept of "self-determination for the Black Belt" and demanded thje creation
of an independent Negro nation in the Southern United States. Invar:i%ably, the
campaign_for American Negro self-determination coincides with a militant or
offensive phase of World Communism; whereas, during nonmilitant or “united
front" phasés of International Communism, the demand for Negro self -
determination is conspicuously missing from the Communist platform!

That this is no mere coincidence cannot escape even the éasual
student of Communist doctrine. However, it furnishes an excellenté example
of the adeptness with which Marxist leaders can proclaim an "inaligf‘nable"
principle, and then modify it, reinterpret it, revise it, virtually abgandon it,
and resurrect it, all acéording to the particular needs and mood of World

Communism or the Soviet Union at any given moment.
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PART II

APPLICATION OF COMMUNIST THEORY TO NATIONAL ANI%)

COLONIAL PROBLEMS AFFECTING UNITED STATES

U.S. AS AN IMPERIALIST POWER AND NATIONAL OPPRESSOR

The first task facing the American Communist Party with respect
to the "national question' has been to clearly establish the fact that the United
States, like all capitalist nations, is an imperialist state which consistently
follows a policy of national oppression as part of a deliberate program of
capitalist exploitation,
| American Communist Party leaders have especially labored to
overcome the widespread belief that the United States has few, if ainy,
territorial or colonial ambitions, or that U, S. policy with respect 1%0 the back-
ward nations is prompted in a large measure by moral principles and idealism.

William Z. Foster, National Chairman of the Communist Party,
USA, attacked this popular idea, when he wrote during 1948:

"American capitalism, contrary to widespread capitalist

denials, is imperialist in the fullest sense. ... The United

States is covering up its determined drive for imperialist

world control with a blanket of hypocritically disarming

pretenses, especially adapted to deceive the American and

world democratic masses. ... American imperialists. ..

speak in the name of democracy and of the defense of world

peace. ... They are vociferous defenders of 'free enterprise, '

‘free trade, ' and 'free competition.' They also talk, tongue
in cheek, of America's 'moral world leadership.'... This
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leadership, allegedly forced upon their 'unwilling'
capitalist shoulders, they claim they are carrying

out for the benefit of all the world. ... These democratic
and pacifistic pretenses are, of course, merely a tipping
of the hat to the deeply ingrained democratic and anti-
militaristic sentiments of the American people. ' 69

Foster reiterated this idea in the following passage from his book,

Outline Political History of the Americas, published in 1951:

"To fool the gullible, the Wall Street monopolists and
their publicity mouthpieces are as a'rule very careful

to hide their grandiose and sinister bid for world control
behind a facade of euphonious statements about their
historic duty to exercise 'world moral leadership' and -
professions of a selfless desire to do good to the rest

of the peoples of the world. " 66

METHODS OF U, S. IMPERIALISM

| In an effort to account for the modest size of the U. S. colonial
empire and to discredit the apparent high purpose of such American projects
as the "Point Four Program, " the "Good Neighbor Policy" and the Marshall
Plan, Communist spokesmen have insisted that these seemingly noni:énperialist
policies Iare actually a sinister "ideological camouflage" to disguise fhe real
purpdse of "predatory" American imperialism,

The Communists argue that U, S. imperialism could not operate
under the same system of "crude, " outright colonialism formerly used by Great
Britain, France and other imperialist powers because of certain historiéa_l facts.
They reason that U. S, capitalism was a "latecomer" in the imperialist era

and therefore discovered that most of the available colonial areas had already
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been seized by Great Britain, France, Japan, etc. Moreover, by thé time the
United States was ready to launch its imperialist program (about 189@, according
to Marxist historians), there had already developed a strong anti-imﬁ)erialist
movement in the backward nations in the form of national liberation movements
and colonial revolutions.

Consequently, American imperialism, in order to "wean' colonial
areas away from other capitalist powers and in order to overcome the bitter
resistance of colonial and semicolonial peoples to further oppression, was forced
to abandon the cruder method of undisguised colonialism and to adopﬁ instead a
more subtle, insidious approach. In short, American imperialism was forced
to mask its "ruthless' aims behind a program which, on the surface, would
appear beneficial to both the colonial and semicolonial peoples and to the world
in general.

The well-known Communist position in this regard is expressed in
such statements as the following:

", .. American imperialism. . .operates only partly thro;hgh

colonial rule, made classic by British imperialism....The

reason for this was that American imperialism was a late-

comer on the world stage - Britain, Germany, France and

Japan having already seized most of the available 'colonial’

areas - and that the developing national liberation movements

from the beginning of this century in the colonies and dependent

countries were making it extremely difficult to establish new
colonial empires....Thus it came to pass that American
imperialism was not of the same colonial type as British
imperialism. This did not make it any less reactionary
or imperialistic. ... The so-called anti-colonialism was

only a weapon of American imperialism - an 'ideological'
and political weapon - for imperialist penetration. .. . " 67
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"One of the most widespread expressions of the myth

of 'American exceptionalism' among the American
workers is the belief that this country is not a colonial
power. This misconception is due in part to the :
characteristic hypocrisy with which American imperialism
has shrouded its brutal rule and dominating influence in the
colonial and semicolonial countries of the Philippines,
Puerto Rico, and Latin America. ... All of thege reactionary
lines of policy (American imperialist program-ed.) are
being carried out under the most extreme demagogy, even
to the point of President Truman's fantastic big lie that
American imperialism is now the 'champion of the darker
peoples' against the so-called 'tyranny of Communist
imperialism, ' 68

"America has long been a colonial, an imperialist power. ..
America is rapidly replacing England as the dominant
colonial power of the world, although it is exacting that
dominance through many new forms. This is evident

from its aggressive war to throttle the peoples of the

Far East (Korean War - ed.), ... its Marshall Plan,

its imperialist Point 4, the rearmament of its European .
satellites (NATO - ed.), etc...."69 (underscoring added-ed.)

The "many new forms" by which the United States is indic%ted as
being the "biggest and strongest imperialist country in world history" 70 are
said to include economic, political énd military pressure together with ;mass
propagahda aimed at creating ahti-Soviet and anti-Communist "hysteriag, "

| Following this line of attack, American Communist Party éleaders
| have denounced all of the principal planks of U, S. foreign policy affecti;ng the
colonial areas or the so-called "dependent" nations (e.g., Latin Americ¢a). A
few examples will show the manner in which Communist propaganda has: tried to

subvert U. S. policy in this field:
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Good Neighbor Policy

"Widely, in Latin America and elsewhere, the Good _
Neighbor Policy was mistakenly conceived as an abandonrri,ent
of imperialism by the United States. All of a sudden Yankee
imperialism was supposed to have become progressive....
But in reality, the Good Neighbor Policy was simply a
reformulation of the old imperialism in order for it to
counter more effectively the growing nationalism and
democratic spirit of the Latin' American peoples, as well

as to offset the increased imperialist competition. It was
the adoption of more efficient methods of imperialist
penetration, " 71 |

"It must be firmly kept in mind that the 'Good Neighbor'
policy of the Administration has become nothing else but
a cloak for predatory imperialism and militant aggression. " 72

"American imperialism is trying to surmount its difficulties
in Latin America by an intensified and elaborate campaign

of demagogy. The United States, President Roosevelt
announces, directing his voice toward the South, is no longer
an imperialist nation. The American vulture, having shed its
claws, has turned over-night into a 'good neighbor.'...Under
the guise of abandoning the Monroe Doctrine, through this new
formula, United States imperialism would be utilizing its
puppet governments to support the Doctrine of American’
domination. . . (But) American imperialism's pretensions to
magnanimity cannot conceal the same old club behind its
back, " 73

Pan-Americanism

"Pan-Americanism has come to mean but one thing - United
States rulership of the western hemisphere. " 74

"An aggressive political expression of Latin American
domination by the United States, Pan-Americanism is a

weapon that is turned against the similar aims and .
aggression of rival imperialisms, principally British. ' 75
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Monroe Doctrine

"Undoubtedly, in the formulatioh of the Monroe Doctrine
(1823 - ed.) there already lurked the idea of establishing -
United States hegemony over the whole western hemisphere. "76

"Originally the Monroe Doctrine was issued ostensibly in the
general defense of all the young republics of the western
hemisphere. But, being a unilateral statement by the United
States, this country has ever since put such interpretations
upon the Doctrine as it has seen fit in its own capitalist -

interests. " 77

"The magic formula of the Monroe Doctrine: 'Latin America
‘belongs to the United States, ' has assumed many forms. Under

it whole countries have been held by American armed forces for
decades, cities have been bombed, fake revolutions fomented to
further the interests of Yankee imperialism, treaties rammed
down at the point of bayonets, millions of acres of land plundered,
and thousands of natives slaughtered. ... The persistence, pene-
tration and precision of this doctrine are characteristics of United
States imperialism in one of its most fundamental forms, : colonial
domination, " 78

Open Door Policy for China

", . the 'Open Door' is fundamentally an imperialist policy,

taking this form for the United States because of its relatively

late arrival upon the Far Eastern scene. By the 'Open Door' .

is meant: (a) that China must not shut its gates to the f

imperialists; (b) that American imperialism shall not be denied

by rival imperialist powers 'equal opportunity' to plunder China...." 79

", .. the' Open Doo? policy as employed by Great Britain and
inherited by the United States, was part of the diplomacy:of
imperialism. It was imperialist because its objectives were
imperialist prizes. It was a policy designed to preserve: and
even extend foreign domination and exploitation of China and
the Chinese. ... ' 80 :

Point Four Program

"President Truman's 'Point Four' program is also primarily
an attempt to extend and tighten United States monopolist grip
upon the undeveloped colonial and semicolonial countries.
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It is thus a major economic and political weapon, along
with the Marshall Plan, for fastening United States
imperialist control upon the whole capitalist world, ' 81

""The main purpose of the much-vaunted Point 4 is to

guarantee the economic penetration and the subjugation

of the undeveloped colonial areas of the world - Asia

and Africa, in particular - by the American monopolies -

and trusts. .. this program has nothing whatsoever in

common W1th achieving the equality of the colonial and

darker peoples. ' 82

Communist propagandists have not only strenuously attacked
American policies bearing directly on colonial or dependent nations, tfhé.y have
also fréquently tried to establish a connection between the "national and colonial
problem' and virtually every major feature of United States foreign pdlicy. For
instance, they have often pictured U. S. intervention in Korea as part of a
calculated imperialist program to crush the liberation movements of Asia and
to perpetuate a policy of national oppression in Asia.

"The aggression against Korea was launched with the hope

of securing all of Korea as a base of operation against .

China, the liberation movements of Asia, and the Soviet
Unlon. "85  (Underscoring added - ed. )

'""The war in Korea is not a civil war. It is not a war
between the people of the North and the South. Tt is

not, as the Truman-Acheson-Dulles bipartisan -
combination would have the American people believe,

a war to 'repel the Communist invasion of South Korea."'...
It is a war of imperialist aggression. It is Wall Street's .
warl...American imperialism needed the Korean ‘incident'
to speed up its war drive, to interyene openly in the
countries of the Pacific where the imperialists have not -
succeeded in 'containing' the liberation struggles. ' 84
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"American imperialism has unleashed war - a reckless
adventurist war of annihilation - in order to drown in
blood the struggle of 30, 000, 000 people on the Korean
peninsula for national unification and independence....
American planes rain bombs on Korean cities and
villages, murdering and maiming Korean men, women
and children. American troops die in agony. . .not to
promote the cause of freedom and liberation, but to
perpetuate colonial enslavement. ' 85

The day fbllowing President Truman's order to American@ troops
to resist the North Korean invasion of South Korea, the National Committee of
the Communist Party, USA, issued a statement denouncing American intervention.
The statement read in part:

"...The military provocation in Korea (by U.S. troops - éd.) is

planned as a smokescreen behind which to intervene against the

struggle for independence of the peoples of Korea, China, Formosa,

the Philippines, Viet Nam, Indonesia and Malaya. ... The bi-

partisan war coalition has solely one aim: to conquer the peoples

of Asia, to rob them of their natural resources, to multiply

Big Business' profits from a subjugated world. "86

Communist leaders have even sought to characterize the entire
European Recovery Program or so-called Marshall Plan as a cleverly .
engineered scheme on the part of the United States to subjugate the world and
oppress the nations of Europe, Africa and Asia. During February, 1948, when
Congress was considering adoption of the European Recovery Program, the
Communist Party, USA, submitted a formal statement to the House Foi‘eign
Affairs Committee. This statement described the ERP as having been "designed
to subvert the national sovereignty of the countries of Western Europe and place

them under the domination of Wall Street' and to "convert them into helpless

dependencies of the United States. ' 87
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An article appearing in the January, 1950, issue of Politéical
Affairs blasted the Marshall Plan as: |

", ..an economic, political and military lever with the help

of which U. S. imperialists subordinate the economy of

Western Europe to their control and dictate, striving to

turn it into a colonial adjunct of the United States of

America,. ' 88

The foregoing examples serve to show how Communists have
endeavored to connect the question of national liberation and colonial independence
with the most divergent and apparently unrelated issues. In reviewingi Communist
literature dealing with the "national question, " therefore, it is not unﬁsual to
find detailed references to such diverse topics as the North Atlantic Treaty
Ofgémization, the Taft-Hartley Act, the Federal Loyalty Program, aqd the
development of nuclear energy. Communist propagandists purport to i)elieve
that U. 8. policy concerning all of these issues - and many more - is intimately
tied in with a monstrous plot on the part of American capitalism to cféate a
world-wide system of colonies and national oppression.

For a good example of this type of reasoning, the readeﬂ is referred

to.an article by Benjamin J. Davis, National Board member of the Communist

Party, USA, which appeared in the December, 1950,issue of PoliticaléA:Efairs.

Although the article is entitled "On the Colonial Liberation Movements;, " Davis
makes reference to such varied subjects as the Korean War, the. Tafté—Haftley
Law, the McCarran Communist Control Bill, American labor union legadership,

the United Nations, the Marshall Plan, the Point Four Program, the Stockholm

Peace Petition and the atom bomb.
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EXTENT AND AIMS OF U. 8. COLONIAL EMPIRE

It is popularly believed that the American colonial empire cpmprises
at the most the Philippine Islands, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, Alaska, the Virgin
Islands, the Panama Canal Zone, and several small naval bases in thg‘ Pacific,
having a total population of approximately 13, 000, 000. Communist prépaganda,
however, portrays the American colonial system as consisting of some thirty
‘countries with an aggregate population of about 200, 000, 000. Includeé in the
list of U.S. "colonies, " according to the Communists, are all of the aibove-
named countries as well as the following: Canada, Cuba, Mexico, Vehezuela,
Colombia, Peru, Chile, Bolivia, Brazil, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Israél, Greece,
and Liberia.

Victor Perlo's American Imperialism, a book advertised in the

July, 1951, Political Affairs as a "brilliant extension of and applicatiion" of

Lenin's theses on imperialism, charged that the population of the U. S empire
as of 1947, "broadly defined, " amounted to 563 million persons or about one-

fourth of the total population of the earth! 89 perlo arrived at this toﬁal as

follows':
U. S. proper...... s esecacessanaaeosare e 144 million
Complete domination - minimum estimate of U.S. j
colonial and semicolonial empire......cevvevviereee 197 million

In process of transition to U.S. colonial domination
(Argentina, Spain, Egypt, Thailand, and Yugoslavia). 96 million
Military occupation, colonial rule not yet consolidated

(Japan, Western Germany). . .....coeecoe.. Ceeeien 126 million
Total population of U.S. empire............cvveveven. 563 million

George Marion, former correspondent for the Daily Worker, in a
book entitled, Bases and Empire published in 1948, drew a chart of the American
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"strategic empire" at the close of World War II which showed a totalg population
of more than 667, 000, 000 and a total area of more than 110, 000, 000§square
miles including nearly 14, 000, 000 square miles of land area. 90 Mo:reover,
Marion was able to re:ach these staggering figures without crediting the U. S.
with any colonies or semicolonies in Europe or Africa, an omission ;with
which most Communists would take issue!

One of the reasons for such extravagant claims concernirﬁxg the
scope of the American "colonial empire' is obviously the fact that the
Communists hope to persuade the noncapitalist world that the Unitec?l States
poses a threat to the independence of all nations and, in fact, that the United
States seeks nothing less than domination of the entire world.

George Marion, after carefully compiling a "chart' of the
American empire, concluded as follows:

"Thus the reality beyond the chart is this: the United
States seeks literally global strategic hegemony. ""91

In an article appearing in the December, 195O,issue4of Pblitical
Affairs, William Z. Foster, after finding that the United States had already
succeeded in gaining domination of the capitalist world, charged that American
imperialism would be satisfied by nothing short of a world-wide empjfe.
Foster took special care to stress the danger to the colonial peo'ples :of the
world: !

"The aim of American imperialism, of course, is not

limited simply to exercising world hegemony over
capitalism - which it has already, in considerable
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measure, achieved. It drives for domination over the
entire world; not only the capitalist segment of it, but
the Socialist segment as well, Wall Street, in its
grandiose plans and preparations for world conquest,
far surpasses even the wildest dreams of Hitler and
other would-be world conquerors of the past. ...

"The aggressive American imperialists. . .are pro-

claiming themselves to be the champions of the

equality of all peoples; although, in reality, they

themselves are definitely white supremacists and

are seeking to establish Anglo-Saxon cultural, as

well as political, dominion over the darker peoples

of the world. " 92

Communist propaganda that the United States seeks world domination
and, therefore, menaces the national independence of all countries - (i:olonial,
socialist and capitalist alike - dates back to the beginning of the cold war, or
about 1946. Two more examples will suffice, again from the writings ‘of
- William Z. Foster in 1948:
"American imperialism...lacks all restraint in its wild
dream of complete and sole world domination. It is
determined to rule alone, with other leading capitalist
states relegated to minor satellite roles, if not reduced
practically to the position of colonial possessions of the
‘U.8s."

"The central objective of Americg'xil imperialism is to be
the supreme world master...."

As most of the foregoing quotations illustrate, Communist
propaganda relating to the national and colonial questions has dealt chiefly
with the general features of the problem, such as the imperialist natire of
American foreign policy and the resultant threat to the national indepe;rxdence
of all countries. Communist literature for the most part has paid less
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attention to specific liberation and colonial movements.

In other words, Communists usually do not consider any partlcular
1ndependence struggle on the part of a natimal group or dependent country
primarily in terms of its own peculiar features. Instead, they invariably view
each liberation movement from the standpoint of its connection with tﬁe struggle
between socialism and capitalism - and from the standpoint of such riégid and
overworked Marxian "laws'" as the class struggle, "proletarian interr;ationalism, "
"'the uneven development of capitalism, " etc. Similarly, in evaluating the
success or failure of any liberation struggle, the Communists' emphafsis has
nearly always been placed on some hazy, underlying (or "revolutionary")
meaning, rather than on specific and practical results. |

Moreover, Communist writers frequently neglect or completely
overlook all noneconomic factors which may be involved in specific ca&ses of
national oppression. They take little, if any, notice of the psychologié:al,
historical or geographical issues involved, which frequently are essexétial
' to a clear understanding of the problem. The oversimplification of n;ational
and colonial problems, this interpretation of the most complex cases of national
oppression solely in terms of stereotyped Marxist formulas,is one of the major
weaknesses of Communist propaganda in this field. |

The following is a typical example of the Communist techniciue of
maghifying supposed ''revolutionary" (i.e., pro-Communist) factors in a
specific caée of national independence, thereby greatly oversimplifyiné and
distorting the entire matter.
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Shortly after the establishment of an independent state of Israel

in 1948, Alexander Bittelman, leading Communist Party, USA, theoretician,

wrote:

"The struggle for the independence and territorial integrity
of the new Jewish state is part of the general struggle for
peace, national independence and democracy. It is also a
struggle for the liberation of the Arab peoples from British |
and Anglo-American imperialist domination. 1Itis a fight
to prevent the imperialists and warmakers from turning

 the Middle East into a major base of military operations

in a new world war. " 95 (Underscoring added - ed.)

The following provides a good example of the exaggeration of

mysterious "anti-revolutionary" factors in evaluating a national independence
& .

movement without any effort whatever to consider concrete historical influences.

Endeavoring to explain the recent break between Yugoslavia and the Cominform -

which, on the surface at least, appeared to be a move towards greater national

independence on the part of Yugoslavia - V. J. Jerome, editor of Political

Affairs, blamed this counterrevolutionary development on the following shadowy

factors:

"The nationalist spirit was further stimulated by intoxication
with successes of the liberation movement and reconstruction
immediately following the war. The Party leadership, departing
from Marxian internationalism, in a purely opportunist fashion,
encouraged this spirit of conceit and self-sufficiency, and itself
sank to the low level of bourgeois-nationalist megalomani a,"

The Communists® pronounced tendency to discuss national and

colonial problems in terms of broad generalities and hazy Marxist language,

without squarely facing specific economic, political and social issues, is based
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primarily on their desire to picture all national or colonial develbpniénts as
evidence of the decline of capitalism or, conversely, thé growth of sbcialism.
vA11 other issues are obscured in a maze of "dialectical' reasoning.

For example, in the above-listed statement by Alexander Bittelman
on the establishment of the state of Israel, Bittelman blithely ignored the
centuries-old struggle of thé Jewish people for a homeland, the widespread
persecution and massacre of Jews by Hitler and other vital historica]i factors
leading to the formation of the new Jewish state. Instead, he portrayed the
Jewish independence movement as a struggle against "British and Anglo-
| American imperialist domination" and as a fight "to prévent the impeirialists
and warmakers (i.e., capitalist states) from turning the Middle East into a
major base of military operations in a new world war." This statemént is an
excellent example of the Communist technique of distorting historical events
to agree with the "scientific" Marxist interpretation of history.

Although, as we have seen, the Communist approach to national
and colonial questions is usually based on vague generalities, they ha\}e-
occasionally focused their propaganda on specific national groups and colonial
countries. Needless to say, the Communists have centered their attac;:k upon
those colonial areas or national minorities which, they believe, best illustrate
capitalist oppression and failure. In the case of the United State_s., thé Communists
have concentrated their fire for the most part on three national or. coloznial

problems: namely, Puerto Rico, the Philippine Islands and the American Negro.
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The following summary of Communist propaganda concernixélg Puerto
Rico and the Philippine Islands will illustrate the application of Commjunist
theory concerning national liberation and colonial movements in two specific
cases. No effort has been made to outline Communist propaganda rel?ating to
the American Negro, primarily because the great complexity of this tfopic is con-
sidered beyond the scope of this limited study. However, it is felt th,éat this
omission is justified by the fact that a numbef of excellent studies havé'e already

been made concerning the relationship between Communism and the Negro.

COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA CONCERNING PUERTO RICO

According to Communist historians, Puerto Rico was amon?g the
first victims of an American imperialist program which dates back to about
1890. The first step in this imperialist program of expansion, accoriding to
Communist writers, was to provoke a war with Spain in order to striiD Puerto
Rico, Cuba and the Philippines from the rapidly waning Spanish empi:f'e. The
Spanish-American War of 1898 served as the "excuse'" American impéerialists
needed to seize these strategic islands and launch the American colopial empire:

"About the turn of the century the capitalists of the
United States, as budding imperialists, began to cast
about for new worlds beyond the United States borders
to conquer for the construction of a colonial system of
their own....

"The sinking of the battleship Maine in Havana harbor on
February 15, 1898, by parties still unknown, gave the
imperialists the excuse they had long been seeking for a

war against Spain. ... Af ter a few disastrous battles

Spain surrendered, signing a peace treaty in December,

1898, which gave up Cuba and ceded Puerto Rico, Guam,

and the Philippines (for $205200, 000) to the United States. ... n97
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The Communists charge that United States' colonial rule in Puerto
Rico is motivated primarily by Wall Street's desire to extort ""super-profits"
from the approximately two million natives of Puerto Rico. They assert that
the United States has imposed a repressive "one-crop" system on Puerto Rico,
the sugar industry, thereby stifling the development of a balanced economy and
enabling American monopolists to ruthlessly control Puerto Rican wages and
living standards by price-fixing, one-sided tariffs, etc.

Communist propagandists cite an imposing number of statistics
tending to show the wretched condition of Puerto Rican living standafds, .health,
schools, public works, etc., under American rule. Most American students
of Puerto Rican affairs would, in fact, agree that great improvements should
be made in the general living standards of the Puerto Rican people. However,
it is significant that Communist literature on this point almost invariébly points
up the backward economic and social status of Puerto Rico by comparing the
wages, literacy, health, etc., of the Puerto Rican worker with corresponding
“living standards of the American worker, who is acknowledged to have the
highest standard of living in the world. Communist propaganda skillfully avoids
any comparison of the contemporary Puarto Rican worker with his counterpart
of 1898 (prior to American occupation) or with the average wage-earner in the
Soviet Union today!

Although the colonial subjugation of Puerto Rico is held to be based
chiefly on economic exploitation, the Communists assert that United States
imperialism seeks to retain Puerto Rico as a colony for two other reasons:
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1. to serve as a military and naval base for further imperiaiist
aggression against South America,

2. to prdvide an outpost for political and ideological penetraétion
of South America.

Cesar Andreu, former Chairman of the Communist Party of Puerto

Rico, has summarized United States objectives in Puerto Rico in the following

terms:

"The maintenance of the colonial status of Puerto Rico is

of vital importance to the Wall Street and Washington war- .
makers. Puerto Rico is a strategic, military, naval, air,
and atom bomb base, a political and ideological outpost for
imperialist penetration into Latin America; and finally, a

source for the extraction of superprofits. Puerto Rico is
a major market for the monopolists, grossing a half billion
dollars annually." 98 -

The central theme of American Communist Party propaganda

concerning Puerto Rico has been a vigorous demand for complete indei)endence

from the United States. Unconditional independence and freedom from all forms

of American interference in Puerto Rican affairs is pictured as a vital step in

resolving all of the island's problems, economic, social, and political. As

early as 1938, four years after the creation of a Communist Party in Puerto

Rico, V. J. Jerome, editor of Political Affairs, declared:

", . .the main issue in Puerto Rico is nationhood and...
all facts, events, solutions, programs must stem from
this position that the people of Puerto Rico constitute a
nation with certain inalienable economic, social, and
political rights now trampled upon by North American
imperialism." 99 (Underscored word is italicized in
original - ed.)
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Not only has the Communist Party platform consistenily advocated
full independence for Puerto Rico, but Communist policy has strongly con-
demned any compromise on this issue. For example, a proposal that Puerto
Rico be incorporated into the United States as a new state was angrily de-
nounced by Cesar Andreu, former chairman of the Communist Party of Puerto
Rico, in 1951:

"The Yankee imperialists and their lackeys in Puerto Rico

were boasting but a few short months ago that the problem

of independence of Puerto Rico was no longer an issue.

They said that the Puerto Rican people had forsaken the

idea of independence and in its place desired the institution

of the 'new state,® The theory of the * new. state’,,.is a

part of bourgeo1s cosmopolitanism. "

Similarly, the recent adoption by Puerto Rico of its own consti-
tution, widely hailed in both the United States and Puerto Rico as signifying
the end of the island's colonial status and representing a major step towards
full Puerto Rican independence, has been bitterly attacked by the Communists
as an effort to divert the Puerto Rican people from their goal of unconditional

independence and to disguise continued oppression by Wall Street imperialists.

Writing in the April, 1951, issue of Political Affairs, Theodore R. Bassett

voiced the Party's opposition to the Puerto Rican constitution;
"The proposed constitution. . .would sanctify the colonial
status of Puerto Rico by the seeming consent of the
Puerto Rican people....

* "Bourgeois cosmopolitanism!'- in Communist parlance signifies a reactionary
type of capitalist internationalism.
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"...the Communist Party of the United States (has)
correctly characterized the proposed constitution as
a fake, as a brazen and ill-disguised attempt to
perpetuate and intensify the barbarous, national and
social oppression of the Puerto Rican people. ...

", .. the projected constitution for Puerto Rico could
in no way benefit the Puerto Rican people and would
only serve to screen its subjugation by Wall Street....

"The fight to defeat the colonial constitution is the
paramount question confronting the Puerto Rican
liberation movement at this time. " 101

Earlier, in February, 1951, Cesar Andreu, speaking for the
Communist Party of Puerto Rico, had also registered a strenuous protest
against the new constitution:

"The so—callec%ﬂ Constitution. . . does not alter one bit the
foundations of the colonial status of Puerto Rico. This
so-called Constitution will be written in Washington. It
will have limitations imposed by Washington, . ..

""The so-called Constitution is, therefore, an ill-disguised
maneuver aimed at containing the independence struggle

cf the people, as well as silencing the rising support in.
Latin America and throughout the world for the national
independence of Puerto Rico. It represents another example
of the tactics of imperialism to try to check the liberation
movements of the oppressed peoples. ...

"The main task before the Communist Party of Puerto Rico
is to guide the working class to assume its historical role
as the leader of the people for independence and for the
defeat of imperialist oppression. Within that main task
we face as an immediate task. . .the organization of a

mass campaign to defeat the plans of the government to
impose the fake Constitution upon our people. .. . ' 102
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To summarize brieﬂy, Communist Party strategy in Puerto .

Rico has been to identify Communist policies and objectives completely with
national independence, with little or no reference to the ultimate and real aim
of the Communist movement, namely, the overthrow of the feudal and capitalist
system and the establishment of a socialist state which would speedily ally
itself with the world Communist movement (i. e., the Soviet Union).

A review of Communist literature concerning Puerto Ricoifails to
reveal any allusions to the independence struggle as only "the first phase" of
the socialist revolution and there are few references to the "revolutionary
aspects' of the liberation movement. As we have seen, Cesar Andreu,
former Puerto Rican Communist Party Chairman, described the "main task"
of the Party in 1951 as the attainment of national independence and tﬁe "defeat
of imperialist oppression, "' 103 And in 1938, V. J. Jerome declared that the
"main issue" in Puerto Rico was nationhood, 104 This is not to say that there
are no references to the socialist revolution in Communist propaganda relating
to Puerto Rico, for there are occasional remarks to the effect that ¢omp1ete
freedom for Puerto Rico can only be realized under a socialist systémo,
However, for the most part, national indep_emdence is pictured as a goal in it-
self, and the overthrow of capitalism is mentioned only in veiled and secondary
terms.

The reason fér this de-emphasis on the question of a full-scale
proletarian revolution can be found by referring back to the first section of

this paper dealing with basic Communist theory. As previously noted
- 59 -
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(see pages 15-19), the Communists conceive of each national liberaétion movement
as having a twofold purpose: (1) national independence, and (2) the;establishment
of socialism. The extent to which they emphasize the latter goal depends in

any given case upon two practical considerations: (1) the over-all strategy of
World Communism at that time, and (2) the realistic chances for thie success of

a full-fledged proletarian revolution.

In the case of the Puerto Rican liberation movement, théese consider-
ations call for the Communists to tone down the "revolutionary aspécts" of the
situation. The reason, obviously, is that an all-out workers"revolhtion would
have virtually no chance of succeeding in Puerto Rico at this time. :,For one
thing, being essentially an agricultural country, the island has onlyi a small
and poorly organized working class (or "proletariat') to carry out s;uch a
revolution. And secondly, the Communist Party itself has made ongly minor
headway in Puerto Rico to date and has no substantial influence in P;'uerto Rican
affairs. As evidence of the failure of the Communist Party to appe:;tl to Puerto
Ricans, we are able to cite no less an authority than William Z, Fo?ster, chairman
of the Communist Party, USA. According to Foster, the membership of the
Communist Party of Puerto Rico numbered only 1, 200 as of 1947, out of a
population of more than two million. 105 Actually, the membershipg of the Party
is probably a great deal less, According to a reliable source, Communist Party

membership in Puerto Rico in 1952 numbered only about 60 persons, 106
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COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA CONCERNING THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

Communist Party attacks on United States "colonialism™ in Puerto
Rico have been inspired in large measure by the desire to discredit this country
in the eyes of the other colonial and semicolonial peoples of South and Central
America and the Caribbean area.

In like manner, Communist propaganda with respect to the ?Philippine
Islands is aimed at arousing suspicion and hoéti.lity towards the United States
among the various nations of the Far East and the Pacific area. For this reason,
Communist propagandists picture United States interest in the Philippines as
merely a "preliminary" step in an ominous plan to make the entire Pacific
Ocean an "American lake'" and the whole continent of Asia an "outright colony
of Wall Street. " This familiar Communist claim is illustrated in the'following
statements:

"As in the bloody adventure of 1898 when the Philippines

were seized as a ‘stepping-stone’ to China, American

imperialism is gearing the islands as a key base for ag-

gression against China and Southeast Asia in a third world

war, "

", .. Asiatic empire, not mere possession of the Philippines

themselves, was the true objective Qlfoghe program" (of American

annexation of the Philippines - ed.)

", . .the Philippines are to be turned into a base for strugl%le
for the Dutch East Indies and hegemony in the Pacific. " 59

Communist propaganda also seeks to arouse a hatred for the United States
among the Filipino people themselves., For the most part, this ta.ke.é the form of
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violent criticism of American policies in the Islands as well as alleged
"exposures' of economic, social and political injustices suffered by the
Filipino people as a result of American influence. The Communist Party line
holds United States "imperialism' responsible for virtually every problem faced
by the Philippines: low wages and poor living conditions, inadequate housing,
illiteracy, malnutrition and disease, and even the slow development of Filipino
industry and science. |

As in the case of Puerto Rico, Communist propaganda of this type
conspicuously ignores the fact that all of these economic and social problems
afflicted the Philippines long before the United States had any influence at all
in the Islands' affairs. Also, the Communists make no effort to corfapare living
standards in the Philippines today with what they were in 1898 when the United
States first acquired possession of the Islands. |

Although pretending to be wholly objective and to be bafsed entirely
on concrete economic facts, Communist literature in this field frequently
resorts to a psychological appeal to Filipino national pride. This is achieved
by such devices as the following: American officials and businessmen in the
Philippines are portrayed as being contemptuous of Filipino custom$ and culture;
the Filipino people are "'consoled" on the "national humiliation" they suffer as
a result of American influence in the Islands; and it is suggested that the
Filipino people can have no "national self-respect' so long as American interests
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predominate in the Islands' affairs. The following excerpts from a recent Com-
munist article relating to the Philippines offer good examples of this effort
to play on Filipino nationalism:

"The Filipino moves about in an American-made world.

The clothes he wears, the cigarettes he smokes, the

canned food he eats, the music he hears, the news of :

the world he reads. . .are all American, although his own
country has the ability to produce all of these things. ..

The very home he lives in...is American-made: the
corrugated iron roof, the nails in the walls, the electric
light bulbs, the electric wiring, the electric switch, the
kitchen utensils, the plates and spoons, his toothbrush,

the bed clothes, ‘the ring with which he weds his wife. , , 110

""The Filipino people have had to drain to the bottom the

bitter dregs of national humiliation in being forced by their

own oppressor (the United States - ed.) to send Filipino

soldiers to their death in a vain effort to re-enslave’

the Korean people. The American headquarters did not.

even deign to permit the Filipino unit to retain its own

Filipino commander. " 111

Although, consistently critical of United States policies in the
Philippines, Communist propaganda has been highly contradictory on;the sub-
ject of Filipino independence. During the past twenty years, for exaﬁlple, the
Communist platform has ranged from an unqualified demand for immediate and
unconditional freedom from every trace of American influence to a program of
moderation and gradual independence. Similarly, Communist propaganda has
alternately urged a solution of the Islands' problems by violent revoltition and,
again, by a process of peaceful reform and evolution. These otherwise baffling

shifts in Communist tactics can be underStood, of course, only through a study
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of corresponding changes in the strategy of the Soviet Union during the same
period.

For example, during the spring of 1935, the Communisﬁ, Party.
of the Philippine Islands issued a "Manifesto" which frankly avowed the
Party's goal as the violent overthrow of the existing Filipino social system and
the establishment of a Soviet state patterned along the lines of the U.S.8.R.
The "Manifesto" declared that Filipino independence was only a secondary aim,
and that national independence, in fact, could only be realized as a product of
all-oﬁt proletarian revolution. Indeed, the "Manifesto" went so far as to character-
ig.‘e the Filipino national liberation movement (whieh was then domi?nated by
non-Communist elements) as a "bourgeois national-reformist hoax" *:which was
 aimed at perpetuating imperialism in the Islands.

The "Manifesto' took particular pains to denounce the Tydings-
McDuffie Independence ‘Act which had recently been adopted by fhe Uhited States
Congress. This measure, providing immediate corﬁmonwealth statu;fs for the
Philippines and guaranteeing complete independence for the Islands by 1947,
had been welcomed enthusiastically by nearly all Filipinos. However, the
Communist "Manifesto" of 1835 bitterly condemned the bill ae a "reformist

parliamentary" approach to the question of independence which woulc; only
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"disrupt aﬂd retard the advance of the national-revolutionary movement, '
Having in this manner dismissed national independence as the

primary objective, the "Manifesto" candidly set its sights on nothinggless than

a violent workers® revolution. Ali suggestions of moderation or gra@ual reform

were rejected. As a matter of fact, it appeared'to regard violence as a pre-

- requisite for success:

"There is no salvation for us, our children, our country,
except by revolutionary struggle. National freedom, land
and a Workers' and Peasants' Republic have to be fought
for and won. For under imperialism, the basic problems
of the toilers are decided by force and by revolutionary
mass force alone...

""The issue is clear. Only the toilers themselves can save
themselves and our country. All of us must realize that
our problems, the problems of the toilers, the problems

of food, land, national independence, and workers' _
and peasants’ power, can only be finally solved by a great
armed uprising of the people, led by the most revolution-
ary class, the working class, in close alliance with the ex-
ploited peasantry - an alliance headed by the revolutionary
proletarian party, the Communist Party. Our problems
can only be finally solved by the violent overthrow of

the rule of American imperialism and the Philippine
exploiters, by the revolutionary establishment of an Inde-
pendent Workers' and Peasants' '‘Government of the
Philippines. .. " :

* The use of the hybrid term "national-revolutionary! is significant, for. it
clearly betrays the fact that the Communists are concerned with Filipino
independence only in so far as such independence is ""revolutionary" i.e., only
to the extent that it is beneficial to World Communism. The phrase 'national—
revolutionary, " it might be added, is a favorite Communist cliche applied to
colonial liberation movements during militant stages of Soviet policy.  During
nonmilitant or "evolutionary' periods in Soviet strategy, colonial movements
are not described as ''revolutionary' but rather as "patriotic, "' "progressive"
or "anti-fascist. "
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"The issue is clear. Just as national independence will"
never be ‘granted' by American imperialism, so national
independence will never be secured as a result of peaceful
"constitutional' methqds, as a result of national reformi_st
leadership and policy, " :

As might be expected, the "Manifesto" was also carefulz to stress
the need for an immediate alliance between the Filipino peoples and the Soviet
Union as well as with the world-wide Communist movement. Without such an
alliance, the "Manifesto" warned, the natienal liberation movement m the
Philippines would somehow degenerate into "Filipino chauvinism':

"Either the policy of Filipino bourgeois national chauviriism,

of national hatred and prejudices, of dividing the Filipino

workers and peasants from the Moro, Chinese, etc.,

toilers, of attempting to isolate the Filipino masses.

from the international revolutionary movement....

"Or the Communist policy of proletarian internationalism,

of the revolutionary unity of all workers, peasants and

toilers in the Philippines in joint struggles in defense

of our common interests; of the establishment of a revolu-

tionary alliance of the masses of the Philippines

with the international proletariat and colonial peoples,

particularly with workers and peasants of the U.S.S.R....

Proletarian internationalism--this is vital for Etée revolution,

for the victorious solution of our problems." 1 f

The Communist Party line of this period (prior to the aidoption
~ of "united front" tactics in 1936) also sought to undermine the prevalient belief
that the Philippines were in need of United States protection against Japan. Com-
munist writers dismissed this popular argument as "imperialist probaganda"
invented by Wall 8treet in order to justify its continued exploitation o_f{the
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Philippines:

"Ironically enough, Wall Street has been able to win
'liberal’ advocates for retrenchment of the Philippines.
These people argue that, to avoid a dangerous game

of experimental independence by means of which the
Philippines may be lost, the United States must retrace
its steps (i.e., cancel plans for eventual Philippine.
independence - ed.). .. '

"The Scripps-Howard press has begun a lively campaign
for retention of the Philippines, chauvinistically ex-
ploiting the growing distrust of Japanese imperialist
intentions in the Far East...On the basis of struggling '
for peace and preserving 'peace and order in the Far _
East’, it becomes the chief propagandist for imperialist
retention of the Philippines on the ground of the lesser °
colonial evil: better a Wall Street pawn than a victim

of Japanese imperialism." 11

The "Manifesto" of the: Communist Party of the Philippine Islands

was issued in April, 1935, during the last few months of a distinctly aggressive

phase of Soviet foreign policy. This militant stage of Soviet tactics b{aga‘n about

1928 and it had been marked generally by a hostile, uncompromising and ex-

pansionist attitude on the part of the Soviet Union and International Communism

towards the entire non-Communist world.

However, between 1935 and 1938, the propaganda line of the

Filipino Communist movement underwent a remarkable transformation! During

August, 1938, the Central Committee of .the Communist Party of the Philippine

Islands convened in what was described as an "Extraordinary Plenary Session. "
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After meeting for three days, the Central Committee approved a "draft statement"
setting forth in detail the Party's analysis of Filipino affairs as well as its
recommendations for future Communist strategy. Taken alone, this document
might be said to offer a reasonably accurate picture of conditions in the
Philippines at that time as well as a fairly sound program for the future.
But, if anyone were inclined to regard this document as a sincere and repre-
sentative statement of Communist views, they had only to compare the "draft’
statement' with the 1935 "Manifesto' issued by the same Party only three
years before and with which the "draft statement” was in almost comﬁlete dis-
agreement! Even the sketchiest comparison of these two documents clearly
reflects the hopeless inconsistency (or more exactly, the hypocrisy) of Com-
munist propaganda in the colonial field.

In 1935, as we have seen, the Communists had denounced as
“imperialist propaganda' the idea that the Philippines required United States
protection against Japan. The 1938 "draft statement, " by contrast, is largely
premised on this very idea! Copying a page right out of the "imperialist" argu-
ments of. 1935, the draft statement declared:

"We would condemn ourselves in advance to national

suicide if we blinded ourselves to the fact that we lie

in the direct path of the Japanese war of conquest. ..

The Filipino people must chart such a course as will

safeguard them against aggression by Japan. ..Immediate

severance of all relations with the United States would

mean cutting ourselves loose from one of the most demo-

‘cratic powers in the Pacific, and would be a fatal blow

to our independence. .. The interests of the Filipino
- 68 -
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people lie in establishing their unity with the democratic

and progressive forces in the United States. . .and not

in an attitude which would. .. pla.ceE3 the Philippines

under the heel of the Mikado. " 11

The 1935 "Manifesto” had demanded immediate, unconditional
independence for the Philippines and the "violent overthrow of the rule of
American imperialism." The 1938 draft statement, by comparison, bitterly
 condemned advocates of national independence as "unprincipled" individuals
who, in all probability, were "agents of a foreign power." Even the idea of
national independence, according:to the 1938 statement, was "dangerous pro-
paganda. ' As though attempting to justify this startling change from policies
supported by the Communists themselves only three years earlier, the draft
statement explained weakly:

"The right to separate from the United States does not

place upon us the obligation to separate... Under present

circumstances, separation does not assure the best

means towards the attainment of fuller democracy for

the people and complete independence. " 116 (under-

scored words are italicized in original text. - ed.)

As we have previously noted, the 1935 "Manifesto" of the Party was
unreservedly opposed to the Tydings-McDuffie Independence Act providing a
commonwealth status for the Philippines. Among other epithets hurled at the
Tydings-McDuffie bill, the "Manifesto' had described the measure as: a
"bourgeois national reformist swindle, " an "imperialist deception, " a "fake, "

a "sham independence bill, " a "natjonal-reformist hoax, " and an "imperialist lie."
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The 1938 draft statement, by contrast, had nothing but praise for the Tydings-
McDuffie Independence Act, which it characterized as the mark of a
"progressive'” American government:

"The well-being of our people, the preservation and
extension of our democratic rights and the advancement
of the cause of complete independence can best be ob-
tained, under the present circumstances, within the
form of relationship established under the Independence
Act...

"The Communist Party of the Philippines hold in-
alienable the right of the Filipino people to self-
determination, the right to independence. This right
has been recognized in the Independence Act, in which
a progressive American government has guaranteed
it. "

As though to add a final touch to the complete scuttling of the pro-
gram advanced by the 1935 "Manifesto, "' the draft statement of 1938 went so
far as to assert that a socialist revolution was neither possible nor idesirable
in the Philippines at that‘ time. The statement even hinted that the local
Communist Party had abandoned its revolutionary goals and that henceforward
t:he. Communist movement would gladly cooperate with all democratic elements
in the Islands:

"We recognize that our country has not yet reached the
level of development where establishment of socialism’
is immediately possible and that this goal is not acceptable
as yet to the majority of our people...we recognize that
the chief concern of our country now is to improve
conditions of work and life, to defend and extend demo-
cratic liberties, to preserve our country from the
ravages of intervention and war. The Communist Party,
therefore, is ready to do all in its power to obtain

these immediate objectives. ... We are ready

' - 70 -
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to cooperate with all parties, political groups, labor,

peasant and fraternal organizations, no matter what

our difference may be with regard to ultimate aims and

program, for the purpose of establishing a democratic

front of the Filipino people..."

As evidence of the Communists' newly adopted spirit of cooperation,
the 1938 draft statement even made friendly overtures in the direction of
Filipino President Manuel Quezon - the same Quezon who had been blasted by
the Communists only three years before as a "leader of national betx?ayal and
counter-revolution, " a "treacherous enemy of the people'" and "faithful lackey
of American imperialism," a "traitor" to the cause of Filipino independence. 119
The 1938 draft statement, on the other hand, pledged the Communisﬁs' “con-
sistent cooperation' to Quezon along with a magnanimous offer to "drop all
differences of the past'':

"We offer President Quezon the consistent cooperation:

of our Party to organize mass support for, and to realize

legislation of a progressive and democratic character,:

and to carry on further along the path of democracy.

We stand ready to drop all differences of the past in

the face of the present national emergency in order E% 0

make possible the democratic unity of the people. " -

This otherwise baffling change of Communist Party policy between
1935 and 1938 can be understood only in the perspective of over-all Soviet
strategy during the same period. The complete about-face of the Filipino
Communist Party on virtually every phase of its 1935 program represents,
in fact, only a miniature version of a corresponding reversal in the tactics of
the Soviet Union between 1935 and 1938, i.e., a shift from the offensive to the
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defensive.

The reason for this major turn in Soviet strategy was ljﬁhe -sudden
threat offered to the U.S.S.R. by the rapid expansion of fascism boih in Europe
and Asia during the early 1930's. This development was especially:ominous
for the Soviet Union in view of the violent anti-Communist dispositian of the |
leading fascist states, climaxed by the signing of a three-power "anti-Comintern
Pact' between Germany, Italy and Japan in late 1936.

In these circumstances, the U.S.S.R. quickly dropped its forrﬁer
hostile attitude towards the entire capitalist world and strove franti%:ally to
create a common anti-fascist front with all non-fascist powers, notébly the
United States, England and France. The.new strategy, popularly dtibbed the
"united front, "' called for the Soviet Union, as well as its various sa:ttellite
Communist Parties throughout the world, to adopt a friendly pose to?wards the
Western democracies. Revolutionary slogans and violent denunciations of
capitalist "imperialism" were replaced almost overnight by the callé for "unity"
and by warm praise for the "progressive" institutions of the Westerin derﬁoc -
racies. .

The draft statement issued by the Com‘munist Party of zthe Philippines
in 1938 is typical of the conciliatory propaganda produced by the Coxénmunist
movement during this "united front" period. As far as representiné actual Com-
munist principles concerning the Philippines goes, however, it is sﬁeer fiction -

-T2 -
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a fact which becomes clear by comparing the draft statement to the éarlie_r or
more recent propaganda line of the Party.

This "united front' strategy lasted until August, 1939, when this
Communist ‘manenver was suddehly jolted by the signing of a nonaggression'
treaty between the Soviet Union and Germany and by the outbreak of a world
war which -did not immediately involve the U.S.S.R. At once, Cominunist prop-
agﬁnda . dropped its feigned admiration for the Western democracies and resumed
its violent attacks against United States "imperialism." World Waré II was
characterized by Communist writers as an imperialist struggle her%alding the
final breakdown of world capitalism. As in 1935, the Philippines wére again
described as a victim of Wall Street exploitation. Once more the demand for
unconditional Filipino independence was dusted off and made a principal plank
of the Communist platform.

This "re-evahation' of the situation in the Philippines was sum-
marized in a "Resolution on Latin America and the Philippines" adojpted by the
Eleventh National Convention of the Communist Party., U.S.A. in thme, 1940,
The resolution read, in part, as follows:

"...North American imperialism seeks to utilize the

peoples of the Latin American republics and the Philippines

in its own plans for participation in the frightful massacre...

Wall Street pursues its predatory policies in various

forms. .. The Philippines are to be turned into a base for

struggle for the Dutch East Indies and hegemony in the

Pacific. .. The Convention sends its warm fraternal

-3 -
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greetings to our brother Communist Parties south of’

the Rio Grande and in the Philippines which are dis-

playing great heroism in the task of rallying the

people to the anti-imperialist struggle. In solidarity

with the peoples of Puerto Rico and the Philippines, our

Party supports their demand for national independence

from the yoke of American imperialism." 1

This new phase of Communist propaganda was comparat;ively
short-lived, It endured only until June 22, 1941, when the Nazi invasion of
Russia exploded the strange alliance between Hitler and Stalin and suddenly
converted the erstwhile "imperialist" war into a holy "anti-fascist" crusade.
As might be expected, the Communist Party line with respect to the Philippines
promptly reverted to its "evolutionary' approach. The United States was
again pictured as a kindly benefactor of the Filipino peoples. The demand for
unconditional Filipino independence was abruptly discarded and repla.éced with
the theme of "unity."

As a matter of fact, following the Japanese invasion of the Philip-
pines = in December, 1941, the Filipino Communist Party took a leading part
in the formation of a powerful resistance movement which, during thie succeeding
four years, was to prove a constant thorn in the side of Japanese occ;upation forces.
The Filipino resistance movement, popularly known as the Hukbalahap or
simply as "Huks, " is credited with killing some 20, 000 Japanese tro:ops in
the course of more than a thousand skirmishes and raids. Moreover, the Huk-

balahap furnished valuable intelligence information to the United States Army
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prior to the American counterinvasion of the Philippines in 1945, The Philip-
pines were liberated by American troops in March, 1945, and in August,
1945, the Japanese capitulated to the Allies thus bringing World War II to

an end.

During the seven years which have elapsed since these dramatic
events, Communist propaganda concerning the Philippines has -- nke over-all
Soviet policy -- again assumed a belligerent attitude towards the United States
and towards the capitalist world in general.

During 1946, in accordance with the provisions of the Tydings-
McDuffie Independence Act of 1935, the Philippines were granted fuli national
independence. Despite this evidence of good faith on the part of the United
States and despite the fact that it is no longer reasonable to describé the
Philippines as a colonial area, the Communist line has continued to édenounce
American "imperialism" in the Islands and to cite the Philippines as an example
of U,S. “colonialism." |

Ignoring all proof to the contrary, Communist propagandists
insist that the independence now enjoyed by the Philippines is only a "sham"
which conceals an even greater degree of American exploitation. |

"For the American imperialists the liberation of the

Philippines meant simply the restoration of American

colonial control...American imperialism set as its

immediate aims the re-establishment of the power of -

the feudal landlords and the crushing of the Huk forces
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and the peasant, and especially the labor movement,
the main revolutionary force... :

"A few trial balloons in 1945. .. urging postponement

of independence, burst under a barrage of hostile comment.
American policy then definitely committed itself to
granting formal independence, while using it as a

screen behind which to impose §reater economic, mili-
tary and political control. , . " 122 -

The Communists claim, in fact, that American contrél of the
Philippines is actually enhanced by Filipino independence. This a.rfgument is
justified by the follbwing curious reasoning:

"...In effect this{American grant of independence to .
the Philippines - ed.) represented a 'cunning counter-
offensive’ of the imperialists, much the same as the
Communist Party of India has described the formal
grant of independence to India. Independence was to
provide greater formal control to the Filipinos and
greater real control for Americans, Divested of the |
formal responsibility for rule, retained American
power, operating through puppets, would be all the
greater." 149 (underscored words italicized in
original text - ed.)

One of the surest ways to start an argument with the Communists
in recent years has been to merely suggest that the 'grar.xting of independence to
the Philippines in 1946 is proof of the benevolent motives of the United States
in the colonial field. |

Earl Browder, former Communist Party leader in the United
States, recently published a book ("War or Peace. with Russia') in which he
advanced this idea. The book was promptly denounced by Communist writers .

Singled out for special abuse was Browder's claim that the new Filipino
- 76 -
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independence was part of a "progressive" American colonial policy.

Writing in the June, 1947, issug of Political Affairs, Alexander

Bittelman blasted Browder's proposals:

"Perhaps the most outrageous part of the book...is
its 'original’ theory of the anti-colonialism of the
United States. ..

"This is a most amazing performance, which develops !
to the full all the absurdities, unrealities, and brazen
revisionist opportunism of Browderism. At this time
American imperialism is engaged in a full-fledged drive
for world domination; employing for the purpose atom-.
bomb intimidation; using food as a means of securing
economic penetration and political influence; supporting
every reactionary and fascist force to secure positions...
for imperialist rule and exploitation... At this time...
American imperialism is working hand in glove, in an |
alliance, with the most sinister forces of world reaction...
At this precise time, then, Earl Browder, still claiming
to be a Marxist, has the audacity and shamelessness |
to tell the people that American imperialism is following
a progressive policy of ‘anti-colonialism’'.

" .. According to Browder, the Philippines are no longer
a colony because an act of formal independence has been
enacted by the United States Congress. But what is the
actual situation? Under the cover of formal independence,
the Philippines are today more oppressed by American
imperialism than before. They are robbed and exploited
by Wall Street monopolies with the assistance of the most
reactionary and fascist and corrupt lﬁx&llord capitalist
forces of the Philippine Islands..."

- -

Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4



Approved For Release 2004/01/12 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000300040001-4

Six years have now passed since the formal ratification of Filipino
independence. During this period the Communists have continued to;insist
that the fledgling government of the Philippines represents nothing n?xore than
a "lackey" of American imperialism, a "betrayal" of the real interebts of
the Filipino peoples. But despite the disruptive and obstructionist té.ctics
employed by the Communists, the Philippines have made steady proéress
towards full self-government. | |

Anyone familiar with the shifting course of Marxist prc?)paganda
during the past twenty years will agree that it would be foolish to trﬁz to predict
what future tactics the Communists .may adopt in the Philippines. Hut one
fact is clear: namely, that Communis't strategy in the Philippines will continue,
as it has in the past, to be merely an adjunct of the over-all strategéy of the
Soviet Union and world Corﬂmunism, rather than an honest expressi?on of the

needs and desires of the Filipino peoples themselves.

-8 -
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CONCLUSIONS

The chief conclusion to be drawn. from this study is thét Com-
munist tactics concerning national liberation and colonial movements are not
related to the actual needs and aspirations of the dependent nations and colonies,
but are based instead only on the self-interests of the Communists themselves -
to be more precisé, on the self-interests of the Soviet Union. Such 5'r'principles"
as the Communists have advanced with respect to dependent nations -and |
colonies have, in actual practice, been rapidly discarded whenever they opposed
the practical aims of the U.S.S.R.

The fraudulent character of Communist theory in this field
is. clearly shown, for instance, in a review of changing Communist %tttitudes
toward the concept of self-determination of nations. The principle of self-
determination, as we have seen, has been described by the Communists at one
time as "an inalienable right of nations" and, in almost the next breath, as an
"iinperialist slogan'; at one moment it has been called an {'essential element
in the solution of the national question, ' and the very next if has been dis-
missed as a "scholastic question." In each case, of course, the favor or
scorn with which self-determination was regarded was not based 1n any way
upon ethical considerations but only on the naked self-interest of thé Soviet
dictatorship.

-9 -
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It follows from this that Communist policy with respect to any
particular colonial movement can only be understood in the light of the over-
all strategy of the Soviet Union.

The contradictory course of Communist propaganda with respect
to the Philippine Islands, for instance, defies any reasonable explanat;iion SO
long as the student tries to relate such propaganda primarily to condi@:ions
in the Philippine Islands themselves. But as soon as the Communist i)ro-
paganda line is examined against the background of changing Soviet po_;licies,
the mystery dissolves; for it is discovered that Communist tactics in the
Philippines at any given time are nothing more than a small-scale version
of world-wide Soviet tactics during the same period.

It is also apparent that, although the Communists have :ﬁo real
interest in colonial liberation or national independence as such, theyj never-
theless consider the colonial and national minority problem one of the major
potential weaknesses of the capitalist system. By the same token, t}le
Communists helieve that the colonial and dependent nations of the erld
are among the strongest potential allies of their revolutionary causé.

This explains the Communists' constant effort to convince the
colonial peoples of the world that they have a mutual iiterest, with Communism,
in the violent overthrow of the capitalist system. It explains the Communists'’
constant attempt to persuade colonial peoples that only through the c;iownfall of
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capitalist society will all of their problems be solved.

In the two specific colonial areas which we have considered -
namely, Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands - Communist propagarida has
had little real success thus far. To date, the Communists have been unable
to divert the nétional liberation movements of either of these nations into
a pro-Communist or pro-Soviet direction. Both Puerto Rico and the Philippines
continue to move steadily forward towards full self-government and inﬂependence,
in both cases without any great degree of Communist control.

However, it would be foolish to believe that the Communists
will not continue, or even intensify, their efforts to exploit the colonies
and dependent nations of the world in the interests of Soviet dictatorship.

One of the primary aims of this paper has been to point out ;the
many fallacies and inconsistencies of Communist theory and practice
regarding national liberation and colonial movements. It is hoped that the
reader will, as a result, be better able both to recognize Communist ﬁrop-
aganda . in this field and to effectively counter it whenever the occasion should

arise. »

THE END

25X1 - 8l-
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